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"7 any ſuch cuſtom among the 0 def 8 1 
nest the times of John the Baptiſt; Cnklisr and his 1 
EE? Apoſtles, or any age after, before the Third * . 
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his Dis8ERTATION was firſt publiſhed, at the end of 1 
Tue Body of Practical Divinity ; and is now re-publiſhed, 5 7 

 { ſeparately, at the defire of ſome, for the ſake of ſug h | 
may not chooſe to purchaſe the larger Work. 
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Proſelytes into the Jewiſh church by baptiſm, 


che different ſorts of proſelytes among the Jews, 


and which of them were thus admitted, as is fad. 


The word proſehze is originally Greek, and is de- 
4, rived, 48 Philo obſerves, ano T& ve Nn, from 


coming to, that is, from one ſect or religion to 
another, as from heatheniſm to the Jewiſh reli- 


gion; and fo Suidas® ſays, proſelytes are they 
ei nee. tho come from the Gentiles, and 


# live according to the laws of God; and ſuch an 


one is called by the Septuagint interpreters of 
Exag. ll. 19. * xiv. 1. and by the "Greek writ- 
1 h 
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NTEND IN G do treat of the admiſſion of 


or dipping; it may be proper to conſider 


ee e 
ers 3 them, yeugss, Which is 1 in- 


terpreted by Hefychius, ſuch of another nation 


who are called proſelytes to rael; and which 
word comes near to the Hebrew word and 


naearer ſtill ta the Chaldee word x] uſed for a 


pftroſelyte; and is, by Zuſebins, interpreted 
_ emijuxTooy ©, ſuch as were mixed with Hraelites. 
There were two forts of proſelytes with the 
5 Jews, ſome ſax three; a proſelyte of the gate; 
a mercenary proſelyte; and a proſelyte of righ- 
teouſneſs; the firſt and laſt are moſt uſually ob · 
55 ſerved. | 

Firſt, One fort was called * A0 profete of 
.: Phe gate; and in ſcripture, the Aranger that is in 
iy gates, Deut. xiv. 21. and xxiv. 14. being a 
ſojourner, and permitted to dwell there; hence 
ſuch an one had alſo the name of 2w3n 11 a pro- 


 felyte-inhabitant;; ſee Exod. xii. 45. Lev. xxv. 4 


47- one who. was allowed to dwell. among the 


ews on certain conditions; and is generally dif- 
tinguiſhed from another ſort, called a proſelyie 
f righteouſneſs, of whom more hereafter. Tho? 
the Jews, not always conſiſtent with themſelyes, 
and ſo not in this matter, ſometimes interpret 


1 ranger in the gate, of a proſelyte· inhabitant, 
or a proſelyte by inhabitation, and ſometimes of 


a proſelyte of righteouſneſs. So Nachmanides*, 
having explained the ſtranger in the gate of a 
proſelyte- inhabitant, or one who obliged himſelf 
to keep the ſeven precepts of Noah, according 
ta 496 uſual 1 interpretation of 1 it, obſerves; Our 


« doctors 
ec Eccl. Bit. J. 1. C. 7. 
e Apud n Diſſert. de en Prevept, . 20, 21 
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Neu Projelytes. — 
& ööclors interpret it differently, for they fay, 


« thy ſtranger within thy gate, ſimply denotes, 2 
u"proſeljre of righteouſneſs." So that according 


to them, ſuch a ſtranger may be taken both for 


the one and for the other, in different reſpects; „ 


bout commonly the proſelyte- inhabitant is only 
underſtood; who in general was obliged to pro- 


miſe, that he would not be guilty of idolatry, or 


- worſhip any idol*; this he was to promiſe 
before three witneſſes; for it is aſked, « who 


« js Ger Tofbab; that is, a proſelyte allowed to 
« dwell in Jrael? (the anſwer is) Whoever takes 


4 upon him, in the preſence of three neigh- 


« bours, that he will not commit idolatry. % It 
follows; © R. Meir, and the wiſemen ſay, who- 


| & ever takes upon him the ſeven precepts which 4 
e the ſons of Noah obliged themſelves to obſerve.“ 


Others ſay, theſe do not come into the gene- 
« ral rule of ſuch a proſelyte. Who then is one? 
* He is a proſelyte who eats what dies of itſelf; 


(or) who takes upon him to keep all the com- 


e mandments in the law, except that which 


« forbids the eating of things which die of them- 


« ſelyes :“ but the uſual account of ſuch a pro- 
ſelyte is, that he agrees to obſerve the ſeven pre- 
cepts enjoined the ſons of Noabs; fix of which 
were giyen to Adam, the firſt man, and the ſe- 
1 voenth 


e K. Nathan, Sepher Aruch, R. D. Kimchi, Sepher 
Shoraſh. & Elias Levita, Sepher Tiſhbi i in voce MN 
T. Bab. Avodah Zara, fol. 64. 2. 


8 Philip. Aquinat. Maaric in voce 11) 


5 Of the various Sorts i 


venth was added to them, and given to Neah, 4 
and are as follow“: 

1. Concerning idolatry ; by this a 10 of Noab us 
was forbid to worſhip the ſun, moon, and ſtars, WH; 
and images of any ſort, nor might he erect a 
ſtatue, nor plant a grove, nor make any image. 
— 2. Concerning blaſpheming the name of God. 1 
Such an one might not blaſpheme, neither the = 
proper name of God, Jehovah ; nor any of his 
ſurnames, titles, and epithets. — 3. Concerning 
ſhedding of blood, or murder; the breach of which 
/comeriand he was guilty of, if he ſlew one, tho? 
an embryo i in his mother's womb ; and one who 
purſued another, when he could have eſcaped 
from him with the loſs of one of his members, 
Dc. — 4. Concerning uncleanneſs, or impure 
copulations; of which there were fix ſorts for= _ 
bidden a fon of Noab; as, with an own mothers _ 
with a father's wife (or ſtep-mother), with ano- T 
ther man's wife, with his ſiſter by the mother's 

fide, with a male, or with mankind, and with. 
a beaſt. = 5. Concerning rapine, or robbery, mM 
and theft; of which ſuch were guilty, whether 85 
they robbed a Gentile, or an Iſraelite, or ſtole TH 
money, or men, or ſuppreſſed the wages of an 5 
hireling; and the like. — 6. Concerning tze 
member of a living creature taken from it whilſt N 
alive, and eating it: this is the command, it is 
ſaid, which was added to Noah, and his ſons, and 
of which the Jews 1 interpret Cen. ix. 4.7. Con- 
cerning 
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= Maimon. Hilchot Melacim, c. 9. 6. 1. Ge 
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Fowiſh Proſelytes. 5 
eerning judgments or puniſhments to be inflicted 
on thoſe who broke the above laws : this com- 
mand obliged them to regard the directions, 
judgment, and ſentence of the judges appointed 
to ſee the ſaid laws put into execution, and to 

; puniſh delinquents. 


No ſuch Gentiles, who laid themſelyes un- 
der obligation to obſerve theſe commands, had 
leave to dwell among the Iſraelites, though not 
in every one of their cities; not in Feruſalem par- 
"ticularly '; wherefore thoſe devout men and 
proſelytes ſaid to dwell in Zeruſalem, Acts ii. 5, 
10. were not proſelytes of the gate, but proſe- 
lytes of righteouſneſs. Nor are ſuch ſort of pro- 
ſelytes now received, only whilſt the Jews lived 
. in their own land, and were not under the juriſ- 
- dition of another people; or as they expreſs it, 1 
while jubilees were in uſe and obſerved k. This 8 
ſort of proſelytes, though they did not enjoy the 9 
privileges the proſelytes of righteouſneſs did, yet 
ſome they had; they might worſhip and pray 
in the court of the Gentiles, though not in the 
temple; they might offer burnt-offerings, tho” 
not other ſacrifices; their poor were fed with the 
"oy poor of 1/rae!, their ſick were viſited by Ijraelites, 
= and their dead were buried with them, ' | 


44 Such 


1 8 Hilchot Beth Habechirab, e. 7. 6. 14: , 3 


* T. Bab. Eracin, fol. 29. 1. Maimon. Obede W 
c. 10. ſ. 6. Milah, c. 1. ſ. 6. 


1 Maimon. Melacim, C. 10. ſ. 12. 
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Of the varieus Sorts i 


"Such proſelytes as theſe, . 28 they were not 
obliged t to circumciſion, nor to other commands 
peculiar to the Jews; none but thoſe before ob- 
ſerved; ſo neither were they baptized, or dipped, 
ben made proſelytes, which is ſaid; of others. 
| Maimonides" affirms of ſuch a proſelyte, that he 
is neithercircumciſed nordipped, Biſhop Kidder* | 
is therefore miſtaken in ſaying, that proſelytes of 
the gate were baptized, but not circumciſed, 
Secondly, There was. another ſort of proſelytes, 
| which, are taken notice of, at leaſt, by ſome as 

ſuch; who were called v mercenary ones, and. 
are reckoned as between proſelytes of the gate 
and Gentiles, In Exod. xii. 44, 45+ a merce- 
nary or hired ſervant, is diſtinguiſhed from a ſer- 
vant bought with money; he being hired only 


for a certain time, as for ſix years; and alſo from 


a foreigner, a ſtranger in the gate, a proſelyte 
af the gate; and both of them are diſtinguiſned 
from the ſervant bought with money, who was 
circumciſed, and might eat of the paſs-over, 
when neither of the other might, being both un- 
cCircumciſed; and therefore R. Levi Barzelonita * 
is thought to be miſtaken, when he ſays, «a 


« mercenaty is a proſelyte, who is circumciſed, 


2. but not dipped; for ſo the wiſemen explain 
c it;“ but if a ſtranger or proſelyte of the gate 
Was not circumciſed, much leſs a mercenary, 


who was * below him; ; beſides, if he was cir- 


3 & 


ad 556+ no „ . en 
m Iſure Biah, e. e, 7 | 


n Demonſtration of the Meſſiah, part 2. . 176, 
. Chinnuch, p. 17: 
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. | Jewiſh Proſelytes, 9 

cymciſed, he might eat of the paſs- over; which 
is denied him: and ſo Ben Melech obſerves? of 
theſe two, the foreigner and the hired ſervant; 
they are Gentiles, and uncircumeiſed: and Aben- 


dana, in his notes upon him, from the Rabbins, 


ſays, the former is a proſelyte - inhabitant, or a 


proſelyte of the gate, who takes upon him the 
ſeven precepts of the ſons of Noab; the latter 


is a ſervant whoſe body is not poſſeſſed, that is, 
is not in the poſſeſſion of his maſter, not being 


bought with his money, is only an hired ſervant, 
and ſo not circumciſed, But perhaps Farch/'s 


note will reconcile this to what Barzelonita ſays 3 
. Toſhab, a foreigner, this is a proſelyte-inhabi- | 


tant; and Shagir, or hired ſervant, this is a 
« Gentile; but what is the meaning? are they 
not uncircumciſed ? (that is, both of them). and 
it is ſaid, No uncircumciſed perſon ſhall eat thereof: 


but they are as a circumciſed Arabian, and a cir- 
cumciſed Gabnunite, or -Gabonite*, though cir- 


eumciſed, yet not by Iſraelites, but by Gentiles, 

which gave no right to the paſs-over, Hottinger 
thinks theſe mercenary-proſelytes, and with him 
Leuſden* ſeems to agree, were mechanic ſtrangers, 


who left their own country, and came among 
the Jews for the ſake of learning ſome mechanic 


art; z and who, Mn. to certain laws and . 


conditions, 
;F Miclol Yophi i in loc. 


1 Vid. T. Bab. Avodah Zarah. 8 fol. 27. l. & Edrard, 
not. in ib. p. 292. : 
r Theſaur. Philolog. I. 1. p. 18. 


7 Philolog. Heb. Mixt. Diſſert. 21. vid. Carpron, not. ad 
Schickard, Jus TD P. 323- | 
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10 | 07 the various Sorts of 


conditions, preſcribed by the Jews, were per- 
mitted to ſojourn with them until they had learned 
the art. There are but few writers who ſpeak 
of this ſort of proſelytes. However, it ſeems 
agreed on all hands, that whether circumciſed 
or not, they were not baptized, or dipped. 
_ * Thirdly, There was another ſort of proſelyte, 
called b Ma proſelyte of righteouſneſs*; ſee Deut. 
xvi. 20. a ſtranger circumciſed, and who is ſo 
called when he is circumciſed; and ſometimes 
yu hun a proſelyte, the ſon. of the covenant”, 
the ſame as an Ifachte; fee AFs iii. 25. This 
fort of Proſelytes were the higheſt, and had in 
greateſt eſteem ; who not only ſubmitted to cir- 
enim, but embraced all the laws, religion 
and worſhip of the Jews; and were in all reſpects 
as they, and enjoyed equally all privileges and 
immunities, civil and religious, as they did; 
except being made a king, though one might if 
his mother was of Jſrael“; and except being 


members of the great Sanhedrim, yet they might 


— « — —y 
. . r —— — — 


—ů —ͤ —[—k —ͥ* H 2õ2«««%)d „%: w 


be of the leſſer, provided they were born of an 
fraelitiſo woman*; nay, even ſuch have been 
in the great Sanhedrim, as Shemaiah and Abtalion, 
who were of the poſterity of Sennacherib? ; but 
their mothers being I/raelites, it was lawful for 
them to judge, that is, in the great Sazbedrim, 
for one was che prince, and che other the father 


7 Zohar in Exod. fol. 36. 1. & in Num. fol. bas” 
R. Levi. Ben Gerſom, in Exod, xxii. 21. fol, 95.29 
_, » Maimon. Melacim. c. 1. f 4. 
bid. Sanhedrin. c. 2. f. 1. 9. 
T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 96. 2. 


Jeuſſo Praſehtes. as 
of that court. So the Jews ſay*, the poſterity 


of Jethro ſat in Liſbcat Gazith, that is, in the 


great Sanhedrim, which fat in that room; and 


for which they quote 1 Chron. ii, 55. yet it has 
been a queſtion, whether a proſelyte ſhould be 


made a public miniſter, or preſident of the con- 
gregation, called may Mw; but the common 


opinion was, that he might be one“: of this 


ſort of proſelytes, of whom they boaſt, ſome 


were perſons of note for learning, or wealth, or 


worldly grandeur*; but without ſufficient ground. 


Some, they own, were not ſincere who became 


proſelytes, either through fear, or to gratify 
ſome ſenſual luſt, or for ſome ſiniſter end or 


another. Some were called proſelytes of lions, 
| who became ſo through fear; as the Samaritans, 


becauſe of the lions ſent among them, and that 


they might be freed from them, embraced the 
worſhip of God, though they retained alſo the 
| worſhip of their idols. Others were called pro- 


on ken 1 ſehtes 

2 fjuchaſin, fol. 17. 2. & 18. 1. 8 Ro 
T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 104. 1. & 106. 1. & Sotah. fol- 
_ Þ Vid, Vitringam de Synagoga vet. par. 2.1. 3. c. 6. p. 944: 
e As Ariſtotle, Meor Enayim, c. 22. fol. g1. 2. Izates and 


 Monbaz, the ſons of queen Helena, both kings, ibid. c. 51. 


fol. 161. 2. & c. 52. fol. 164. 2. 166, 167, Tzemach David, 
par. 1. fol. 26, 1. & par. 2. fol. 15. 2, Nebuzaradan, the ge- 
neral of Nebuchadnezzar, T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 96. 2. 
Antoninus Pius, the Roman emperor, T. Hieroſ. Megillah, 
fol. 72. 1. & 74. 1. Ketiah, a prince in Cæſar's court, Avodah 
Zarah, fol. 10. 2. J uchaſin, fol. 66. 2. Nero, a general of 
Furs army, from whom ſprung R. Meir. T. Bab. Gittin, 
ol. 56.1. Juchaſin, fol. 41. 1. & 63. 2. Tzemach David, 
par. 2. fol, 16. 1, 2. Of the Circumciſion of theſe the Jews 
ſpeak, but ſay nothing of their baptiſm. EO 


d R. Nehemiah in T. Bab. Yebamot, fol. 24. 2. 
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_ Of the various Sorts of 
ſchtes of dreams ; who were directed and encous 
raged to become proſelytes by ſuch who pretend- 


ed to ſkill in dreams, as being omens of good 


things to them. Though ſome, in the place re- 


ferred to, inftead of bn dreams, read Y]⁰) 
windows, and render the words proſehtes of win- 
dows, fo Alting*, meaning the windows of their 


eyes, who, to gratify the luſt of the eyes, be- 
came proſelytes; as Shechem, being taken with 
the ſight of Dinab, ſubmitted to circumciſion for 
the fake of her; and others were called, proſe- 
lytes of Mordecai and Eſtber, who were like thoſe 
who became Jews in their times, Eſther viii. 17. 


through fear of the Jews, as there expreſſed. 
Others were true and ſincere proſelytes, who cor- 


dially embraced the Jewiſh religion, and from 
the heart ſubmitted to the laws and rules of it; 
theſe were called 5W1 BN drawn proſelytes*, 


who were moved of themſelves, and of their own 
good will, without any ſiniſter bias, and out of 
real love and affection to the Jewiſh religion, em- 


braced it. Compare the phraſe with John vi. 44. 


And ſuch, they ſays, all proſelytes will be in the 
time to come, or in the days of the Meſſiah; and 
yet ſometimes they ſay, that then none will be 
received“: and when perſons propoſe to be pro- 


ſelytes, the Jews are very careful to aſk many 
queſtions, in order to try whether they are ſin- 
cere or no; and ſuch as they. take to be ſincere 


they 
1 Heptas Diſſertat. par. 2. Diſſ. 7. de Profelytis, 4 
T. Bab. Avodah Zarah, fol. 3. 2. 
8 Ibid, fol. 34.1. 
v Zohar in Gen. fol. 33. 1. & 40. 2. 
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| they ſpeak. very highly of; . Greater, ſay hey, 
s are the proſelytes at this time, than the 1rael- 
« ites when they ſtood on mount Sinai; becauſe 


« they ſaw the lightning, heard the thunder, and 


e the ſound of the trumpet; but theſe ſaw and 
« heard none of theſe things, and yet have taken 


60 upon them the yoke of the kingdom, and are 


come under the wings of the Shecinab. Tho? 
elſewhere, and in common, they ſpeak but ſlight- 
ly of them, and fay ; They are as grievous to 
Ifſrael as a ſcab in the ſkin, or as a razor to 


te it*, becauſe they often turn back again, and 


“ ſeduce the Hraelites, and carry them off with 


* them; yea, they ſay they ſtop the coming of 


« theMeſſiah'.” However, they have a ſaying” 
Which ſhews ſome regard to them; A proſe- 


<« lyte, even to the tenth generation, do not 


0 deſpiſe a rian, or an heathen before him, he 
« being preſent, or to his face; becauſe till that 
time their minds are ſuppoſed to incline to- 


* wards their own people;“ and ſo it is ſaid”, 


the daughter of a proſelyte may not be married 


to a prieſt, unleſs her mother is an Ijraehiteſs, even 
unto the tenth generation. And there is ano- 
ther ſaying* of theirs, Do not truſt a proſelyte 
until the : venty-fourth he aa that is, never; 

_ not 


i Medrach apud Buxtorf. Lexic. Talmud. Col. 471. 
* T. Bab. Yebamot, fol. 47+ 2. & 0g, 2, * fol. 


: 70. 2 * 


1 Niddah, fol. 13. 2. 

m T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 94. 1. laren in Exod. xviii. 9. 
n Miſnah Biccurim, c. 1. ſ. 5, | 

„ Yalkut in Ruth, fol. Me CY 


14 Of the various Sorts of 
not only prieſts, Levites, and 1/raehtes, but even 
| baſtards, and the Nethinim, or Gibeonites, were 
preferred to proſelytes?. Some of theſe ſayings = 
do not ſeem ſo well to agree with the words of ti 
- Chriſt, Matt. xxiii. 15. to reconcite which, itis tl 
thoughts, that while the temple was ſtanding, 
the deſire of making proſelytes was ſtronger thai 1 
after it was deſtroyed by the Romans; reſenting 1 
that, they became indifferent about making pro; 1 
ſelytes, and were unconcerned about the ſalva- r, 
tion of the Gentiles, and contented themſelves 
with receiving ſuch only who freely came over 
to them. It never was deemed ſo honourable to 
be the deſcendants of proſelytes, as of original 1 
Hebrews. Hence the apoſtle Paul gloried that 
he was an Hebrew of the Hebrews, both his pa- 
rents being Hebrews. A Rabbi of note among 
the Jews, whoſe parents were both proſelytes, 
or Gentiles, is called not by his proper name, 
Jochanan, but Ben Bag-Bag ; that is, the ſon of 
a Gentile man, and the ſon of a Gentile woman ; 
and for the ſame reaſon he is called in a follow- 
ing paragraph, Ben He-He, numerically e being 
the ſame with Bag; though it is faid, theſe ab- 
| breviations were uſed from reverence to him, and 
a regard for him*; and, indeed, the Jews were 
not to reproach and upbraid proſelytes with what 
they and their anceſtors had been, or had done; 
has 
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. b T. Hierof. Horaiot. fol. 48. 2. 
4 Vid, Wagenſeil. not. in Sotah, p. 754. 


| 3 Pirke Abot. E. 5. . 22 23. Vids Fagium & Leuſden, i in 
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Fewiſh Proſelytes. 15 


they were not to ſay to a proſelyte, Remember 
thy former works; nor were they to ſay to the ſons 


of proſelytes, Remember the works of your fa- 
thers*; for this is the affliction and oppreſſion of 
them, as they underſtand: it, they are cautioned 


_ againſt, Exod. xxii. 21. Lev. xix. 33. nay, they 
were to love them as themſelves, becauſe the 
Lord God loved the ſtranger, Lev. xix. 34. 


Deut. x. 18. for of proſelytes of righteouſneſs 
they interpret theſe paſſages*. 


Now it is of this ſort of proſelytes, proſelytes 
of righteouſneſs, that it is ſaid, they were ad- 


mitted into covenant, and into the Jewiſh church, 
as the Iſraelites were; the males by circumciſion, 
by nan baptiſm, or dipping, and by ſacrifice; 


and the females by baptiſm, or dipping, and by 
facrifice ; and it is the baptiſm or dipping of theſe 
proſelytes, that will be enquired into, and be the 
1 of the e Diſſertation. 375 


FO e es 
7 he Occaſion of this Diſertati on. 


Everat learned men, and ſome of our own 
nation, whom I ſhall chiefly take notice of, 
have aſſerted, that it was a cuſtom or rite uſed 
by the Jews before the times of John the Bapriſt, | 
Chriſt, and his apoſtles, to receive proſelytes into 
their church by baptiſm, or dipping, as well as 


by 

gs. Vid. R. David Kimehi, Sepher Shoraſh. rad. = 

* R. Levi Ben. Gerſom, in Lev. xiv. 33. 34. fol. 163. 3. 
Ez Hechayim M. S. apud Wagenſeil. not. in Sotah, p. 205. 


16 Tr Ortaſon of 
by circumciſion; and theſe both adult and it 


of baptizing from thence, and practiſed, and 
directed to the practice of it, as they found it; 


and which, they think, accounts for the ſilence 
about infant · baptiſm in the New Teſtament, it 
being no new nor ſtrange practice. The writers 
among us of moſt note who make mention of it 

are Brom bion, Ainfworth, Selden, Hammond, and 
Lightfoot; men juſtly eſteemed for their learn- 


ing and knowledge in Jewifh affairs. Mr Hugh 


with who ſpedks' of it. The Babylonian Tal. 
« mud and Rembom (Maimonides) he ſays", re- 


cord, that in the days of David and Solomon, 


< when many - thouſands of heathens became 


ptoſelytes, they were admitted only by bap- 


„ tiſm, without circumciſion. So now, when 
the New Teſtament was to be made for the 


many, that is, for all nations, baptiſm was 


<« not ſtrange ; neither is Jabn an aſtoniſhment for 


= that; ; but demanded whether he be Elias or 


_« Chriſt, or that ſpecial prophet named in Deu- 
« teronomy.” A little after he obſerves, that 


“ Chriſt from baptiſm uſed of them (the Jews) 
mit hout commandment, and of ſmall authority 


6 authorizeth a ſeal of entering into the reſt of 
* Chriſt, uſing the Jews weakneſs as an allure- 


« ment hither.” Where, by the way, he makes 


this uſage to be without commandment, that is, of 


God, , and to be but of fuel. authority, even from b 


men, 
* Works, pP. 201, 20 7 


fants; and that abu and Chriſt took up the rite 


Broughton is the firſt of our nation I have met 
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men, and a piece of weakneſs of the Jews, and 
yet authorized by Chriſt ; which ſeems incredi- 
ble. Mr Henry Ainſworth is the next 1 ſhall 


mention, who takes notice of this cuſtom. His 


words are*, „That we may the better know how 
& they (the Jews) were wont to receive heathens 


& into the church of ae; I will note it from 


« the Hebrew doors :” and then gives a large 


quotation from Maimonides; the ſubſtance of 


which is, that as by three things J/ael entered 
into the covenant, by circumciſon, and baptiſm, 


and ſacrifice; in like manner heathen profelytes 
were admitted; on which he makes ihis remark : 


„ Whereupon baptiſm was nothing ſtrange unto 
„ the Jews when John the Baptiſt Vegan, bis mi- 
40 niſtry, Matt. iii. 5, 6. they made a queſtion of 

& his perſon that did it, but not of the thing it- 


« ſelf, Fohn i. 25.” Dr Hammond, another 


learned man, ſpeaks of this ſame cuſtom or rite 


with the Jews: he ſays*, that “ profelytes born 
« of heathen parents, and become proſelytes of 

& juſtice, were admitted by the Jews, not only 
% by circumciſion, (and while the temple ſtood) 


* by ſacrifice; but alſo with the ceremony or 


“ ſolemnity of waſhing, that is, ablation of the 
& whole body, done ſolemnly in a river, or other 
&« ſuch great place or receptacle of water.” So 
he ſays, Jeibro, Moſes's father in law, was made 


a proſelyte in this way; and that this ceremony 
of initiation belonged not only to thoſe, who 


5 being 


* Annotat. on Gen. xvii. ra. 
1 Annotat. in Matt, iii, 1. 
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18 The Occaſion of 


the Jews religion, but alſo to their children- 


— ñ <2 OR 


being of years, came over from heathenifm to 


infants, if their parents, or the conſeſſus (the 


fanhedrim) under which they were, did in the 
behalf of their children deſire it; and on condi- 


tion that the children, when they came to age, 


ſhould not renounce the Jewiſh religion; nay, 
he ſays, the native Jews themſelves were thus 
baprized ; for all which he refers to the T almud, 
Tr. Repud. by which J ſuppoſe he means the tract 

Gittin, concerning divorces. But I have not 
met with any thing relating thereunto in that 
treatiſe. For the ſame purpoſes it is quoted by 
Dr Wall, who, I ſuppoſe, goes upon the autho- 
_ rity of Dr Hammond, ſince he acknowledges he 
was not ſo well acquainted with the books to be 


fearched for ſuch quotations. Now Dr Hammond 
obſerves, that © having ſaid thus much of the 


« cuſtom among the Jews, it is now moſt eaſy 


« to apply it to the practice of John, and after 


« of Chriſt, who certainly took this ceremony from 
them; and further obſerves, that * by this 
it appears, how little needful it will be to de- 


fend the baptiſm of chriſtian infants from the 
law of circumciſing the infants among the 
« Jews; the foundation being far more fitly laid 
in that other of Jewiſh baptiſm.” Yea, in 
another of his works, he ſuggeſts that this cuſ- 


tom is the true baſis of infant-baptiſm®*. The very 
learned Mr Selden is more large in his quotations 


s Sig Queries, p. 191, 195; 


i 


ee 


this Diiſſertation. 19 
in divers parts of his works", from both Jalmuds 
and other Jewiſh writers, concerning this rite 
and cuſtom ; which authorities produced by hin 
and others, will be given and conſidered here- 
after. At the cloſe of which he makes theſe re- 


marks; that the Jewiſh b:otiſin was as it were 
a ſranſition into chriſtianity, or however, a ſha- 


dow of a tranſition, not to be paſſed over in ſi- 
lence; and that it ſhould be adverted to, that 
the rite or ſacrament of baptiſm, uſed at the be- 
ginning of chriſtianity, and of the goſpel by John 
and by the apoſtles, was not introduced as a new 
ation, and as not before heard of, even as a re- 
ligious action, but as well known to the Hebrews, 


as arite of initiation, from the uſe and diſciple 


of their anceſtors, and as joined with circumciſion.” 
Dr Lightfoot, who muſt be allowed to be well 
verſed in Jewiſh literature, has produced the ſame 


authorities Selden has, if not more, in ſupport 
of the ſaid rite or cuſtom, as in early uſe wich 


the Jews, and exults and triumphs abundantly 

over the Antipædobaptiſts in tavour of infant- bap- 
tiſm, on account thercof: he aſſerts, that * bap- 
tiſm had been in long and common uſe among 
them (the Jews) many generations befor 7 


e the Baptiſt came; they uſing this for admiſſion 


of proſelytes into the church, and baptizing 
e men, women, 


and children for that end: = 
hence a ready reaſon may be given why there 
« 1s /o little mention (no mention at all) of bap- 


B 2 | tizing | 


v De Succeſs. ad Leg. Ebr. c. 26. de jure Natur, & Gent, 
iy bY 


_ I DeSynedriis, 1, 1, c. 2. p. 27, "TIL 


20 The Occaſion of 


tizing infants in the New Teſtament ; and that 
there is neither plain precept nor example for it, 
as ſome ordinarily plead; the reaſon is, be- 


cauſe there needed none, baptizing infants hav- 


ing been as ordinarily uſed in the church of the 
Jews, as ever it hath been in the chriſtian 


church: that baptiſm was no ſtrange thing 
when Joby came baptizing; but the rite was 
known ſo well by every one, that nothing was 
better known what baptiſm was, and therefore 
there needed not ſuch punctual and exact rules 
about the manner and object of it, as there 
had needed, if it had never been ſeen before: 
that Chriſt took up baptiſm as it was in 


common and known uſe, and in ordinary and fa- 


miliar prattice among that nation; and there- 
fore gave no rules for the manner of baptizing, 


nor for the age and ſex of perſons to be bap- 


tized, which was well enough known already, 
and needed no rule to be preſcribed: - obſerv- 
ing how very known and frequent the uſe of 


baptiſm was among the Jews, the reaſon ap- 
pears very eaſy, why the Sanbedrim, by their 
meſſengers, inquired not of John, concerning 
the reaſon of baptiſm, but concerning the au- 
thority of the baptizer; not what baptiſm 
meant; but whence he had a licence ſo to bap- 
tize, Jobn i. 29. Hence alſo the reaſon ap- 


pears why the New Teſtament does not pre- 
ſeribe, by ſome more accurate rule who the per- 


ſons are to be baptized :—the whole nation 
knew well enough that little children uſed to 
| « he 
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this Diſſertation, 21 


cc be baptized; there was no need for a precept 
« for that, which had ever by common uſe pre- 
« yailed*.” Dr Wall, upon theſe authorities, 
has thought fit to premiſe an account of this 
Jewiſh baptiſm, to his Hiſtory of Infant-baptiſm, 


as ſerving greatly the caule of it, and as throwing 


light upon the words of Chriſt and his apoſtles, 
concerning it, and the primitive practice of it; 
and, animated by ſuch authorities, every puny 
writer, who does not know his right hand from 
his left in this matter, takes it up, and ſwaggers 
with it, And indeed, ſcarce any will now ven- 


ture in the defence of infant-baptiſm without it. 


This is the laſt refuge and dernier reſort of the 


Pædobaptiſts; and, indeed, a learned baronet! 
of our nation ſays, he knows not of any ſtronger 


argument in proof of infant-baptiſm than this is. 
Now ſince ſo great a ſtreſs is laid upon it, and 


it is made a matter of ſuch great importance, as 


to be a tray/ition into chriſtianity, and to be 


3 cloſely connected with chriſtian- baptiſin; that from 


whence it is taken, and is the rule to direct how 
to proceed, both with reſpect to the manner and 


objects of it; yea, is the bafis and foundation of 


infant- baptiſm, and the ſtrongeſt argument in proof 
of it; and which makes other arguments, here- 
tofore thought of great weight, now unneceſſary : 


it is highly proper to inquire what proof can be 


2 given 
* Lightfoot's Works, vol. I, Harmony and Chronicle of 
the New !{eftament, p. 9, 10, 17. Harmony of the our Evan- 
geliſts, part 1. p 465, 466. part 2 p. 526, 527. and part 3. 
p. 583, 584 Vol. II Hor. Heb. in Matt. iii. 6. NG 
Sir Richard Ellys, Fortuita Sacra, p. 67. 
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given of ſuch a rite and cuſtom being in uſe. L 
2 among the Jews, before the times of John Baptiſt, | £ 
a Chriſt, and his apoſtles; and if ſo, what force 3 
and influence ſuch a cuſtom can and ought to 5 
have on the faith and practice of chriſtians: The 1 
Proof of which will next be conſidered. h ; 
C K A P. III. 5 1 
7 he Proof of the Baptiſm of Fewiſh Proſehtes t 
inquired into; whether there is any Prof © + 
of it before, at, or quickly after the Times a 
of John and nk 66 : 
4 


THE inquiry to be made is, Whether there 
are any writings or records before the times 
of Jobn, Chriſt, and his apoſtles, or at or near 
thoſe times, or in the third and fourth century 
from the birth of Chriſt, or before the Talmuds 
were written; which make any mention of, or 
refer to any ſuch rite and cuſtom in uſe among 
the Jews, as to admit proſelytes to their religion 
by baptiſm, or dipping, along with other things, 
Now upon ſearch it will be found, 

_ Firſt, That nothing of this kind appears in i the 
writings of the Old „ which chiefly 
concern the Jewiſh nation. We read of many 

Who either were, or are ſuppoſed and ſaid to be 
1 made proſelytes; as the Shechemites in Jacob's 
time, the multitude that came out of Egypt with 

* | the 


SI Ss 


e 


Jewiſb Proſelytes inquired into. 23 


i q the 1/raclites", Jethro, Moſes s father-in-law", Shuatf, 


Tamar, Rahab*%, and Ruth"; and many in the 
times of Mordecai and Eſther, who became Jews“, 
Efther viii. 17. but not a word of their being ad- 
mitted proſelytes by baptiſm. Dr Lightfoot in- 


| deed ſays, that Faceb admitted the proſelytes 


of Shechem and Syria into his religion by baptiſm, 
but offers no proof of it; the Jews" pretend, 
that Pharaoh's daughter was a proſelyteſs, and 
the Babylonian Talmud”, quoting the paſſage in 
Exod. ii. 5. And the daughter of Pharaoh came 
down to waſh herſelf ; R. Fochanan ſays, ſhe came 


down to waſh herſelf from the idols of her fa- 


ther's houſe, and the Gloſs on the place is, © to 


|  « dip on account of proſelytiſm ;” but then the 


Gloſs is the work of Jarchi, a writer in the twelfth 


I century; and was it ſo ſaid in the Talmud itſelf, 
it would be no ſufficient proof of the fact. Dr 


Hammond ſays, that Fethro was made a proſelyte 


this way; but produces no ſcripture for it; but 


refers to the Talmud, Tr. Repud; but there it 


is not to be found, as before obſerved: and 


„„ Schindler 


m Targum Jon. | in ond xi hh 
u Thid, in Exod. xviil. 6, 7. 
© Ibid. in Gen. xxxviii. 2. 
„ T. Bab. Sotah, fol. 10. 1. 
4 Thid. Megillah, fol. 14. 2. 
* Vargum in Ruth, i. 16. 
5 Targum i in Eſther. 15 8 
t Chronicle, p. 18. u Targum in 1 Chron. iv. 18. 
T. Bab. Megillah, fol. 23. 1. Sotah, fol. 12. 1. 
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<clindler* aſſerts the ſame, as ſaid by the Jews, 


8 


and ſeems to reter to the ſame Tract in general, 


without directing to any particular place: and 
from him Hammond ſeems to have taken it upon 


truſt, and ſome other writers alſo, without exa- 


mination; ſince no ſuch paſſage is to be found 


in that Tract. P/ciffer?, in proof of it, refers 


to a book called Zennorenna, a commentary on the 
law, written in Hebrew German, in the laſt century, 
by R. Jacob Ben Iſaac, a German Jew*. Indeed, 


in the Talmud, Jethro is ſaid to become a pro- 


ſelyte, but no mention is made in what manner 
he was made one; and elſewhere® explaining 


theſe words, and Jethro rejoiced, ſays Rab, 


he made a ſharp ſword to paſs over his fleſn; that 
is, according to the Gloſs, he circumciſed him- 
ſelf, and became a proſelyte; but not a word 
of his baptiſm, or dipping ; and ſo the Targum 


on Exod. xvii. 6, 7. is, And he ſaid to Moſes, 


a 


CC 


% not receive me for myſelf, receive me for 


the {ake of thy wife, and her two children, 
* who are with her; and Meſes went out from 


under the clouds of glory to meet his father- 


« in-law, and bowing himſelt, kiſſed him, and 


he made him a pr ſelte; Y mo nochi ing is ſaid of 


„ 


« the 


= Lexic. in voce e b col. 686. vid. de Dieu, append. ad. 
Matt xxlii 15. 


y Antiqu, Ebr. c. 1 f. 5. 
2 Molin Bibliothec. Heb. p. 598. Zebachim, fol 16. 


1. vid. Shemot Rabba, 27. fol. 30. 2, 3. 


'b T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 94. 1. 


Jethro, thy father-in- law, am come unto 
thee 4% be made a proſel te; but if thou wilt 


. 
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5 the manner of doing it.” Mr Broughton alſo, 


as before quoted, ſays, that the Babylonian Tal- 
mud, and Rambam record, that in the days of 
David and Solomon, many thouſands of heathens 
were made proſelytes, and admitted by baptiſm 


only; but this inſtance is not to be met with in 


the Babylonian Talmud; yea, that expreſsly de- 
nies it in two different places*; and in which it 


is aſſerted, that they did not receive proſelytes 


neither in the days of David, nor in the days of 
Solomon; Solomon's wife, Pharaoh's daughter, 


is indeed excepted; becauſe the reaſon for which 


they ſay, proſelytes were not then received, 
namely, becauſe they might be deſirous of being 


made proſelytes, that they might be admitted to 


the king's table, could have no influence on her, 


ſince ſhe was the daughter of a mighty king; 
and yet it is ſaid! by ſome, that though it was 


Solomon's intention to make her a proſelyte, yet 
he was not able to do it; and ſhe became one 


of his troublers; and by what is ſaid of her, in 


2 Chron. viii. 11. it looks as if ſhe did not be- 
come a proſelyte; Rambam, or Maimonides, in- 
deed, to reconcile what later writers have ſaid, 
with thoſe words of the Talmudiſts, have con- 
trived a diſtinction between the Sanbedrim and 


private ens as if proſelytes, though not 


received iin thoſe times by the tormer, were by 
the 


FT. Bab. Yebamot, fol. 75. 1. Avodah Zarah. fol. 3. 2. 


4 Yalkut Chadaſha tit. de David, n. 85 apud Beckium 
in not. in Targ. 2 Chron. viii. 11. 
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the latter. He ſays*, there were many proſelytes 
in thoſe times who were made ſo before private 


perſons, but not before the Sanbedrim ; he owns 


the Sanbedrim did not receive them, and tho? 
they were dipped, yet not by their order, and 


with their conſent; but he produces no paſſage 
_ of ſcripture to ſupport this private dipping ; nor 


do the ſcriptures any where ſpeak of ſuch num- 


bers of proſelytes in thoſe days, and much leſs 
of their baptiſm ; and the ſtrangers, who in the 
| Greek verſion are called oroſelyres, whom Solomon 
numbered and employed ac the building of the 


temple, 2 Chron. ii. 17. at moſt could only be 


proſelytes of the pate, not of righteouſneſs, and 
ſo there can be no prerence for their admiſſion 
by baptiſm, or dipping; nor is chere any thing 
of this kind with reſpect to any perſons to be 
found in the writings of the Oic Teitament. 


There is a plain e 85 law for he ame 


ſion of proſelyte ic Tak A rei: 0: and for 
what, as eee > Daitake the ordi- 
nances and privileges 0 llarly to eat 
of the paſs- Over; and tat 1 th= (ircumciſion 


id on this con- 
dition, and on this Ms. be and theirs were 


admitted, without any other rite annexed ant. it, 
they were obliged unto ; nor does it appear that 


ever any other was uſed; no, not this of bap- 


tiſm; there was but one law to the ſtranger or 
proſelyte, and to the home-born Iſraelite ; ſee 
Exod. X11, 48, 49. There were proſelytes in the 


times 
* Iſfure Biah, c. 13. f. 15. 
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Jewiſh Proſelytes inquired into. 27 
times of Hezekiah, 2 Chron. xxx. 25. who came 


out of the land of Iſrael, to eat the paſs-over at 


Feruſalem, who therefore muſt be circumciſed, 
according to the ſaid law; but there is no reaſon 


to believe they were baptiſed. There was a law 
concerning the marriage of a captive woman 


taken in war, Deut. xxi. 10—14. previous to 
which ſhe muſt become a proſelyteſs; and the 


law enjoins various particular rites to be obſerved 


in order to it, as ſhaving her head, paring her 
nails, and putting off the raiment of her captivi- 


ty; but not a word of her baptiſm; which one 


would think could never be omitted, had ſuch 


a cuſtom prevailed as early as the times of Moſes 
and Jacob, as is pretended. There were divers 
bathings, baptiſms, or dippings incumbent on 
the Iſraelites, and fo upon ſuch proſelytes who 


were upon an equal foot with them, and equally 
under obligation to obey the ceremonial law; 


which conſiſted of divers waſhings, baptiſms, or 
dippings, yet none of them for proſelytiſm; but 
for purification from one uncleanneſs or another, 


in a ceremonial ſenſe: theſe ſeem to be what a 


learned writer calls Aquiluſtria, luſtrations by 


water; which he thinks it is clear the captive 
Jews in Bab lon obſerved, from having their 
ſolemn meetings by rivers, Zzek. iii. 15. Ezra 
viii. 15, 21. but it is not ſo clear that they had 
their abode in ſuch places, whether for a longer 
or ſhorter time, on account of them; and it is 
ſtill leſs clear aſt he further ſays, that theſe 

luſtrations 

Eric. Phaletran, de ablatione Sceptr. Jud. c. 9. p. 431. 
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28 The Prof of the Baptiſm of 
luſtrations had a promiſe of grace annexed to 
them, were ſacraments of the Old Teſtament, 


and a type of our baptiſm. However, though 
he ſuppoles the returning Jews and proſelytes 


were circumciſed, he does not pretend they were 
baptized ; nor does he attempt to prove proſe- 
lyte-baptiſm from hence. Among the ten fa- 
milies faid® by the Jews to come out of Bab lon, 
the proſelytes are one ſort; but they ſay nothing 
of their baptiſm; ſee Ezra vi. 21. As for thoſe 
{ſcriptures of the Old Teſtament the Rabbins make 
uſe of to juſtify this cuſtom of theirs, they will 
be conſidered hereafter. 
Secondly, Whereas there are ſeveral books 
called Apocrypba, ſuppoled to be written be- 


tween the writing of the books of the Old Teſ- 
tament and thoſe of the New, and are generally 


thought to be written by Jes, and ro contain 


things which chiefly have re{pect to them; and 


though there is ſometimes mention made in 
them of proſelyics ro rhe Jewiſh religion, yet not 


a ſyllable of any ſuch rite or cuſtom, as of bap- 
tiſm or dipping at the admiſtion of them; par- 


ticularly of Achior the Ammonite, in the times of 
Judith; upon her cutting off the head of Olo- 


phernes, it is ſaid, that © he, ſceing all that the 
« God of [/rae! did, ſtrongly believed in God, 


« and circumciſed the fleſh of his fore-ſkin, and 


« was added to the houſe of 1/rae! unto this day; 


that is, he and his poſterity continued in the 


Jewiſh religion. Now here 1s mention made of 
. - M8 
5 Miſnah. Kidduſhin, c. 4. f. 1. 
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Fewiſh Proſelytes inquired into. 29 


* his being circumciſed, previous to his addition; 


or his being proſelyted to the Jewiſh church; 
but not a word of baptiſm or dipping, in order 
to it; ſee Judith xiv. 6. 

Thirdly, Mention is made of proſelyres in the 
New Teſtament, Mott. xxiil. 15. As ii. 10. and 
vi. 5. and xiii, 43 but nothing is faid concerning 
their admiſſion, and the manner of it. Indeed, 
in the Etihiopic verſion of Matt. xxiil. 15. the 


words arc rendered, They baptize one proſelyte; 


which ſeems to have reſpect to the cuſtom under 
conſideration; buc then this is but a tranſlation, 
and not a juſt one. The Etbiopic verſion is not 


only reckoned not very good, but of no great 
antiquity. Erneſtus Gerhard ſays* of the anti- 
quity of it, he dare not affirm any thing certain, 


and Ludolph, in nis Hiſtory of Ethiopia relates“, 
that he cou... ind nothing certain concerning the 
author anu time of this verſion; but thinks it 
probable it was made at the time of the conver- 
ſion of the Habeſſines, or a little after, but not 
in the times of the apoſtles, as ſome have affirm- 


ed; and in the margin, a little after, he obſerves, 
that in an Ethiopic martyrology, St Frumentius, 


called abbot of Salama, is ſaid to be the author 
of it; who, according to another place in the 
ſaid hiſtory *, ſeems to have lived in the fourth 
century, in the times of Athanaſius, and is thought 
to be the firſt founder of the chriſtian religion 


in Ethiopia, and the firſt biſhop in it. Scaliger 


takes 


n Hurt poſitionum ex Ling. Heb. Chald. Syr. Ar. & 
Ethiopic. Poſ. 5. 


i Hiſt, Ethiop. I. 3. c. 4. k Ibid. 1. 3. c. 2. 


36 We Prof of the Baptiſm of 
takes the Eibiopic verſion to be a recent one; 
and De Dieu, from what the author or authors 


of the deri of the evangeliſt Matthew add at 


the end of it, ſuſpects that they were of the Ma- 
ronites, who became ſubject to the pope of Rome 


A. D. 1182. and fo this verſion is too late a teſ-— 


timony for the antiquity of ſuch a cuſtom ; and 
the cloſing the tranſlation of ſome of the epiſtles 


with deſiring the prayers of Peter and others, 


ſhews what ſort of perſons they were who tran- 


ſlated them, and in what times they lived. The. 


title of the book of the Revelation in this verſion, 
is, „The viſion of Joby, which John was biſhop 
of the metropolis of Conſtantinople, when he 


&« {ſuffered perſecution * by which it appears 
not to be ancient. Hence Dr Owen calls it a 
novel endeavour of an illiterate perſon; and the 
tranſlation of the clauſe itſelf in Matt. xxiii. 15. 


is cenſured by Ludolphus as ridiculous; the 


word by which it is rendered being uſed in the 
 Ethiopic language to convert a man to chriſtianity, 


or to make a man a chriſtian; which is by it ab- 
ſurdly attributed to the ſcribes and Phariſees. 
Fourthly, As there are no traces of this cuſtom 


in the writings before, at, or about the times of 
Fobn, Chriſt, and his apoſtles; ſo neither are 


there any in thoſe which were written in any ſhort 
time after; as, not in Philo the Jew, who lived 


in 


In A ad Matt. p. as 


m Of the divine Original, &c. of the Scriptures, P. 343: | 


vid. Theologoumen. I. 1. c. 1. p. 4. 
Lexic. Ethiop. Col. 414. 
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in the firſt century; who, though he is ſaid by 
1 to be ignorant of Jewiſh cuſtoms, yet one 


would think he could not be ignorant of ſuch as 


© were uſed at the admiſſion of proſelytes; ſince 


| he lived at Alexandria, where it may be ſuppoſed 


many proſclytes were, more than in Fudea, and 


$ of the manner of their admiſſion he could not 


but have knowledge, both then and in former 
times; and he makes mention of proſelytes, and 
of them as equally partakers of the ſame privi- 


leges, and to be treated with the ſame honour 
and reſpect as home-born citizens®, and as they 


were admitted by Maſes; but is altogether filent 


| about this cuſtom of baptizing, or dipping them; 


nor is there the leaſt trace or hint of this cuſtom 
in any Rabbinical books, ſaid.by the Jews to be 
written a little before or after; ſuch as the books 
of Bahir, Zohar, the Targums of Onkelos on the 
Pentateuch, and of Jonathan Ben Uzziel on the 
prophets. _ 

Fifihly, Joſe -phus, the Jewiſh hiſtorian, Hed 
in the ſame age, a little after Philo, was well 
verſed in the affairs of the Jews, even in their 


religious rites and ceremonies, having been a 


prieſt among them. He not only obſerves, that 


many of theGentiles came over to their religion?, 
but even ſpeaks of whole nations who became 


Jews, and that they were made fo by circumci- 
fion ; as of the Idumæans, whom Hyrcanus con- 
quered, 

© De Vita Moſis, I. 1. p. 625. De Monarchia, I. I. p. 818. 


De Legat. ad Caium, p. 1022. 


* 
Ps» 
2 TIA 


Contra Apion, l. 2.1, 10. 
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quered, and ſuffered to remain in their own land, 


on condition that they would be circumciſed, and 


conform to the laws of the Jews; and who, out 


of love to their country, did comply with cir- 
cumciſion, and ſo became Jews“: and of the 


Tiureans, whom Ariſtobulus tought againſt, and 
added part of their country to 74d za, and obliged 
the inhabitants, if they would remain in their 


country; to be circumciſed, and live after the 
laws of the Jews; and quotes S/rabo, who, upon 


the authority of Zimagenes, ſays, that he enlarged 


the country of the Jews, and made part of the 
country of 7turea theirs, joining them to them 
by the bond of circumciſion”. By which accounts 
it appears, that both theſe people were made 
| Jews, or were proſelyted to them by circumciſion; | 


but not a word is ſaid of their baptiſm, or dip- 
ping; which, according to this cuſtom, as is ſaid, 


muſt have been of men, women, and children; 

which, had it been practiſed, could not have 
been well omitted by the hiſtorian. He alſo 
ſpeaks* of Helena, queen of Adiabene, and of her 
ſon IZates, embracing the Jewiſh religion; and 


relates how deſirous Izates was of being circum- 
ciſed, that he might be a perfect Jew, without 
which he could not; but for a time he was diſ- 
ſuaded from it by his mother, and a Jew-mer- 


chant, who inſtructed them; but afterwards, 


being exhorted to perfect the work by one 


Eleazer, 


4 * I. 13. 8 . jofippen Ben Serien Hiſt. 
"Heb.L 2. C. 9. & J. 4. c. 4. & l. 5; e. 23. & I. 6. e 13. 


r Antiqu. ib. c. 11. ſ. 3. fo oſippon, ibid. 1, 4. c. 9. 
2 Antiqu. ibid. I. 20. c. 2. ſ. 1. 5. 


. exoiſÞ Proſelytes inquired into: 35 


@ Elazer, who was more skilful in Jewiſh affairs, 


5 b he ſubmitted to circumciſion : but neither 7% 


P nor Eleazer ſay a word about his baptiſm, 
or dipping; which yet, according to the pre- 
tended cuſtom as then prevailing, was neceſſary, 
as well as circumciſion, to make him a complete 


pProſeiyte. Nor is any mention made of the bap- 
4 tiſm or dipping of Helena; which, had it been 
3 2 uſed at this time, would not have been een 
3 5 by the hiſtorian; ſince it was by that only, ac- 
. cording to this notion, that females were then 


made proſelytes. 


He alſo ſpeaks* of another 
ſon of Helena, Monbax, embracing the Jewiſh 
an but ſays nothing of his baptiſm: 

 Sixthly, It may be inquired, whether or no 
any mention is made of this cuſtom of receiving 
Eprofeiees among the Jews by baptiſm, or dip- 
ping, in the Targums, or Chaldee paraphraſes. 
The moſt ancient ones extant are thoſe of Jona- 
than Ben Uzziel of the prophets, and of Onkels 
of the pentateuch; the one at the beginning, 
the other toward the end of the firſt century; in 
which nothing is met with concerning the admiſ- 


ſion of Jewiſh proſelytes by dipping. The other 
x paraphraſes are by uncertain authors, and of an 


uncertain age. The Targum of the Megillot, or 
five books of Ruth, Eccleſiaſtes, Canticles, Lamen- 
tations, and Eſther, is written by an unknown 

author; it is the lateft of all the Targums. In 
„fat 

t Antiqu. c. 3. f. 1. Theſe became orofelytes' in the times 


of Claudius Cæſar, Ganz Tzemach David, par. 2, fol. 19. 
2. & Juchaſin, fol. 141, f. Of king Izates, ſee Tacit. Annat, 


1 1 15. e. 13, 14. 
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34 De Proof of the Baptiſm of” 


that of Eſther only the phraſe became Fes, chaps. 


vill. 12. is rendered, became proſelytes ; but no- 


thing is ſaid of their manner of becoming ſuch. 


In that of Ruth, chap. i. 16. the requiſites of a 
proſelyte are particularly obſerved ; where Ruth 
is introduced, ſaying, that ſhe deſired to be made 


a profelyte ; when Naomi informs her what com- 
mands the Jews were obliged to obſerve; as to 


keep the Sabbaths and feſtivals, and not to walk 


beyond two thouſand cubits (on the ſabbath-day); _ 
not to lodge with Gentiles; but to obſerve the _ 
three hundred and thirteen commands; not to 
worſhip an idol, Sc. to all which Ruth is made 

to agree; but not a ſyllable is ſaid about baptiſm, _ 
or dipping; whereas, that, with a ſacrifice along 


with it, before the building of the temple, and 


while the temple ftood, and ſinee, without it. 
is the only thing, according to this notion, by _ 
which females were admitted proſelytes. In the 

 Targum of Jonathan of Gen. ix. 27. the ſons of 
Japbet are ſaid to be made proſelytes, and to 


dwell in the ſchool of Shem. In the Jeruſalem. 


Targum, and in that of Pſeudo-Jonathan, the 
fouls that Abraham and Sarah got in Haran, Gen. 


X11. 5. are ſaid to be the ſouls who were made 


proſelytes by them; and in the ſame Targum of 
Gen. xxi. 33. at Beerſheba, where Abraham plant- 
ed a grove, he is ſaid to make proſelytes, and 


teach them the way of the world, of the world 
to come; but nothing more is ſaid of the way 


and manner in which they were made ſuch. In 


the Targum of P/eudo-Jonathan of Gen. xxxviii. 2 


Judah | 


Jedbi Proſelytes inquired into. 35 
Judab i is ſaid to make the daughter of a Canaanite 
a proſelyteſs, and then married her; and in the 


fame Targum of Numb. xi. 4. the mixed multi- 
tude who came with the feli out of Egypt, 


are interpreted proſelytes; and no doubt but 


many of them were ſuch ; and Farchi thinks the 
jon of the Iraelitiſb woman; whole father was an 


Heyptian, was a proſelyte, ſince he was among 
the children of Iſrael, Lev. xxiv. 10. And Afri- 
tanus affirms", that the Jews had genealogical 


tables, in which an account was kept both of 


original Jews and of proſelytes; as of Achior the 
Ammonite, and Ruth the Moabiteſs, and thoſe 
who came out of Egypt mixed with the Jraeliter; 
and which continued to the times of Herod, who 
burnt them, that his family might not be known. 
But to return to the Targums; in the Pſeudo- o- 
nathan's of Exod. xviii. 6, 7. Jethro is made to 


* fay to Moſes, as before obſerved, that he was 
come to be made a proſelytè; and Moſes is faid 
to make him one; but in what manner it is not 


faid ; and fo the reſt before mentioned; indeed, 
the ſaid Targum of Exod. x11. 44. is, And every 


„ ſtranger who is ſold for a ſervant to an Vaelite, 


& boutght with money, then thou ſhalt circum- 


4 &« ciſe him, and thou ſhalt 4% him; and fo ſhall 


ehe eat of it,“ the paſs-over. Now in this Tar- 
fum of Exod. xxvi. g. not only mention 15 made 
of the Miſnab, but it abounds with Talmudic fa- 
bles and traditions, and ſo muſt be written after 


both the Miſnab and Talmud; and in the 7 arguns 
8 2 of 
* apud Enfeb. Eeclel. Hiſt I. 1. e. 7. 
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36 The Proof of the Baptiſm of 


of Numb. xxiv. 19. mention is made of the city 
of Conſtantinople, which ſhews it to be not ancient, 
and that it is not the work of the true Jonathan. 


And beſides all this, the caſe of the ſervant refers: 


not to a proſelyte, who became ſo of choice, but 
to a bought ſervant, who, according to the original 


law in Gen. xvii. 12,13. was obliged to be circum- 


ciſed; and ſo, according to this Rabbinic cuſtom, 


to be dipped ; but then, according to theſe writ- 
ers, baptiſm, ordipping for ſervitude, was a diffe- 


rent thing from baptiſm, or dipping for proſelyt- 


iſm; the one was on a civil, the other on a religious 
account; the one was repeated when a ſervant 

was made a freeman, and the other never”. The 

Tame Pſeudo- Jonathan, in his Targum of Deut. xxi. 
13. to the conditions required of a beautiful cap- 


tive, in order to be married to an 1aelite, this 


is added, that ſhe ſhould dip herſelf, and become” 
A proſelyteſs 1 in his houſe ; but the text has no- 
thing of it, nor the 7 argum of Onkelos; nor is 
this cuſtom to be met with in the paraphraſes of 


the true Jonathan; only in this, which was writ... 


ten after the Talmud, and does not come within 


the time under conſideration, 
Seventhly, Nor is there any mention of ſuch a 
cuſtom in the Jew's Miſnah, or Book of Traditi- 


ons; which 1s a collection of all the traditions among 
the Jews, which had been handed down from age 
to age, and were collected together from all parts, 


and written in a book of this name, in order to 
be preſerved. This was written by R. Judah Hak- 
kadoſp, 


» Vid. Maimon. Iffure Biah, c. 1 3. E 11, 12. & Schul- 
chan Aruch, par. 2. c. 267. 1, 9. 
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Truadoſp, in the middle of the ſecond century, 4 D. 


150, or as others, in the beginning of the third 


Century, reckoning the date of it 150 years from 


the deſtruction of the temple z which brings it to 


the year 220. and here, if any where, one might 
expect to meet with this rite or cuſtom; but no 

mention is made of it. Dr Gate* ſeems to allow 

1 7 it upon what Dr Wall has tranſcribed from Selden, 


which he granted without examination. Dr al 
ſays , It is not only mentioned in the Gemara, 
but in the text of the Miſnab itſelf; which, as 
he ſuggeſts, ſpeaks of a child becoming a proſe- 
lyte by baptiſm, or dipping; but the paſſage he 
has from Selden“ ſays no ſuch thing; which runs 
thus“: „A ſhe ſtranger, a captive, and a maiden, 
« who are redeemed and become proſelytes, and 
« are made free, being ander (or, as in the fol- 


e lowing ſection, above) three years and one day 


« old, are allowed the matrimonial dowry ;” that 


is, when they come to age, and are married; but 
not a word is here of their being made proſelytes 


by baptiſm, or dipping: indeed, the tradition 
ſhews, that minors may be proſelyted, and that 
a man's ſons and daughters may become proſe- 


lzytes with him; but there is no need to have re- 
courſe to a tradition for this; the law is expreſs, 
that a ſtranger who deſires to be a proſelyte to 


the Jewiſh religion, and to eat of the paſs- over, 


muſt be circumciſed, and all his males, and then 


„ . 
* Reflections on Wall's Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, p. 327. 
y Hiſtory, Introduction, page 49. 5 
* De Synedriis, I. 1. c. 3. 
Miſn. Cetubot, c. 1. ſ. 2, 4. 
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he and all his children, males and females, may 
be admitted to eat of it, Exod. x11. 48, 49. only 


the circumciſion of the males is required, but 


no baptiſm, or dipping of any, . There is a paſ- 


ſage in the Miſnab®, which perhaps ſome may 
think countenances this cuſtom; which is this, 
KA ſtranger who is made a proſelyte, on the 
evening of the paſs-over, the houſe of Shaw- 
cc mai ſay, he dips, and eats his paſs-over in the 
d evening; but the houſe of Hillell ſay, he that 
« ſeparates from qncircumation, is as he that 
ce“ ſeparates from a grave.“ Now it ſhould be 
_ obſerved, — 1. That here is a diviſion about this 
matter, be it what it may; Shammai, and his party, 


aſſert, that a proſelyte newly made, might dip 


and eat his paſs-over that evening; but Hillel, 
and his party, diſſent, for a de given; and 
the determination, in all caſes, was generally 
according to Hillell, as it was in this; fo we learn 
from Maimonides c. —2. This baptiſm, or dipping, 


was not on account of proſelytiſm, but for cere- 


monial uncleanneſs; for it goes along with caſes 
of that kind, . in before. The Canon 


begins thus, „A mourner (who was unclean ac- 
« cording to the ceremonial law) dips and eats 


« his paſs-over in the evening; but cats not of 


<« the holy things: he that hears tidings of the 


« death of his (friend or relation) and who ga- 
e thers to him bones, dips, and eats of the holy 


e things:” and then it tollows, A ſtranger 


50 wha 
b I bid. * 8. 8. the me in Miſe. Ec1ot. 65; . 2+ 


© Hilchot Rorban Peſach, c. 6, f. 7. 
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& who is made a proſelyte, c.“ —3. This rule, 
according to Shammai, was concerning one already 
made a proſelyte, and therefore the dipping, or 
baptiſm, he preſcribes to him, in order to his 


eeating the paſs- over that evening, was not to make 
him a proſelyte; but for ſome other reaſon. 


Wherefore,.— 4. This ſtrongly makes againſt ad- 


miſſion of proſelytes by baptiſm, or dipping, at 
that time; for if he had been made a proſelyte 
that way, there would have been no reaſon for a 


ſecond dipping to qualify him for the paſs-over.—= - 
5. The caſe of ſuch an one, according to Hillell, 
is, that being juſt come out of heatheniſm, he 


was unclean, as one that touched a dead man, a 


bone, or a grave; and therefore could not eat of 


the paſs- over that evening, but muſt wait ſeven 


days, until he was purified according to the law 


in Numb. xix. 11 19. —6. After all, the view 


of Hillell, in putting ſuch a perſon off from eating 
the paſs-over the evening he became a proſelyte, 


for the reaſon given, was with reſpect to the next 


year, and by way of caution fearing that ſhould 
he be then in any uncleanneſs, which required 
purification, he would ſay, laſt year I did not 
dip, or purify myſelf from any uncleanneſs, and 
yet I eat, and now I mult dip and eat; not con- 


ſidering that the laſt year he was an heathen, and 


uncapable of uncleanneſs, according to the law, 
but now he was an Iſraelite, and capable of it; 


and ſo it is explained in the Gard and Gloſs 


C4 on 
4 T. Bab. Peſachim, fol. 92. 1. 


40 The Progf of the Baptiſm of 


on it, and by other interpreters*, Beſides, this 


baptiſm, or dipping, was not on account of 
proſelytiſm, but was common to, and obligatory 
upon, a circumciſed 1/-aelite, in order to eat of 


the paſs-over; as is acknowledged by all. There 
were ſeveral in the times of the Miſnic doctors, 


and before the Miſnab was compiled, who were 


perſons of eminence, and ſaid to become proſe- 


jytes; as Onkelos the Targumiſt, who, it is ſaid, 


was made a proſelyte in the days of Hillel] and 
Shammai*, hence he is called Onkeles the proſe- 
lytes; ſome ſay“ he was a ſiſter's ſon of Titus the 
_ emperor, and by whom three Roman troops, lent 


one after another, to take him, were made pro- 


ſelytes alſo'; and Aquila, the author of the Greek 
verſion of the Bible, became, as is ſaid*, a pro- 
ſelyte in the times of Adrian; and ſo the empe. 


ror Antoninus Pius, and Ketiab, a nobleman in 
Caſar's court, as before obſerved : yea, the fa- 
mous R. Akiba, a Miſnic doctor, was a proſe- 
lyte!; and ſo was R. Meirn. And of the cir- 


cumciſion of moſt of theſe we read; but nothing 


| of their baptiſm; neither in the Miſneh, nor in any 


other 
e Maimon. & Bartenora in Miſn. ut ſupra, 


28. 2. 


6 T. Bab. Bava . fol. 99. 1. Nied, fol.-3. 7+ 
& Avodah Zarah, fol. 11. 


* juchaſin, fol. 5 2. 2. T. Bab. Gittin, fol. {5 
i Avodah Zarah, ut ſupra, k Shemot Rabba, ſ. 30. fol. 
131. 3. 


| 3. Zobarin Gen. fol. 28. 4. Tzemach. David, ut bn hs fol, 
2 I. 


= juchaſin, fol. 41. : Gaow. fol. 29. 1. 


f Meor Enayim, C. 45, Ganz. Tzemach David, par, 1. fol. ; 
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ig IB other Jewiſh writings. Not to take notice of 
of L * thoſe 1 very early naſtors of tradition Shemaia and 
4 3 © Abtalion, before obſerved, who were proſelytes 
or . of righteouſneſs", there were alſo women of note 
re within this time, who became proſelytes; as 
T3 een Helena, of whom mention is made in 
re the Miſnab e; and Beluria, the proſelyteſs, who 
2 had a diſcourſe with R. Gamaliel“; and the 
d. wife of Turnus Rufus, whom R. Akiba married, 
= MY after ſhe was proſelyted". Now though female 
e- © proſelytes were admitted by baptiſm only, as 
ne is pretended, yet nothing is ſaid of the bap- 
nt tiſm of theſe women. And as there is no men- 
o- tion of this cuſtom in the Miſnah, ſo neither 
enk have I obſerved any notice taken of it in the 
o- Rabbot, which are commentaries on the Pentateuch 
fo and five Megillot, before named; and which 
in were written by R. Bar Nachmoni, about A. D. 
a” 100. according to Buxtorf* in one of which the 
e- text in Gen. xii. 5. is commented on; And the 
1 ſouls they had gotten in Haran; which the Targums 
E of Pſeudo- Jonathan and Jeruſalem, interpret of 
y the ſouls they proſelyted, before obſerved ; and 
er here | it is ſa1d*, „ Thele are the proſelytes which 


„ they made:—R. Hona ſaid, Abraham proſe- 
Ne lyted the men, and Sarab proſelyted the wo- 


1. e men;” but not a word is ſaid about the bap- . 
5 tiſm 
l. 5 3 Juchaſin, fol. 18. 1. TOR fol. 141. 1. 
o Yoma, c. 3. ſ. 10. 2 Roſhhaſhanah, fol. 17. 2. 
l, | s T. Bab. Nedarim, fol. 50. 2. & Gloſs in ib. Tzemach 


David, par. 1. fol. 28. 1. 8 
* Biblioth, Rab. p. 326. * Bereſhit Rabba, .. 39. fol. 35. J. 
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tiſm or dipping of either. Yea, Abraham and 


Sarah are ſaid to be profelytes" themſelves ; but 
it is not ſuggeſted that they were baptized. In 


theſe commentaries mention is made of the cir- 
cumciſion of proſelytes, particularly of king Mon- 
Bax, and his brother, ſaid to be the ſons of king 
Ptolemy" ;, and of Aquila, the Greek tranſlator* z 
bur nothing 1s ſaid of their baptiſm. 


Eighthly, Nor is this rite or cuſtom of receiv- 


ing Jewiſh proſelytes by baptiſm, or dipping, 
once ſpoken of by any of the chriſtian fathers of 
the firſt three or four centuries; which they could 
not be ignorant of, if from hence chriſtian bap- _ 
tiſm was taken, and eſpecially ſuch who were 
Jews, or had any connection with them, or were 
acquainted with them, and with their affairs, as 
ſome of them were, Barnabas was a Jew, and an 


apoſtolic man, cotemporary with the apoſtles : 


there is an epiſtle of his ſtill extant, in which he 

treats chiefly of Jewiſh rites, and of their being 
typical of evangelical things, and of their having 
their fulfilment in them; and yet ſays not a word 


of this initiating baptiſm, which he could not 


have failed making mention of had he known any 


thing of it; yea, he ſets himſelf to find out what 


was beforehand ſaid concerning the ordinance of 


baptiſm; „Let us inquire, ſays he“, whether 
* the Lord has taken any care to make manifeſt 


« beforehand any thing concerning the water ;” : 
that 


u Bemidbar Rabba, . 8. fol. 190. 4. » Bereſhit Rabba, 
ſ. 46. fol. 41. 3. * Shemot, Rabba, ut ſupra, 
*S Darnaba Epiſt, e. 9. Ed. Voſs. 


e 2 r ? m 


| Ferwiſh mchte inpuired Mo: 4 


but 18 Concerns the water, 15 is written to Thael, 
: 5 * how the baptiſm that leads to remiſſion of fins, 
ct + they would not; but appointed forthemſelves;” 


meaning their ſuperſtitious worſhip, our Lord 
"> Linveighs againſt; bur ſays not a word here, or 


v3 > elſewhere, of the baptiſm of proſelytes, for which 

5 A he had a fair opportunity, had he known any 

* * thing of it. Fuſtin Martyr, who lived in the 
ing 


© ſecond century, was a Samaritan, and had know- 
: WE Oe Jewiſh affairs; and had a diſpute with 
Trypho the Jew, the ſame with Tarphon, a Jewiſh 
wa doctor, frequently mentioned in the Miſuab; yet 


gere | neither he norTrypho ſay any thing of this cuſtom. 
2 In anſwer to a queſtion put by Juſtin, what was 
7 * | res to be obſerved z; Trypho replies, 10 
lan Oi « keep the Sabbath; to be circumciſed ; to ob- 
es : F ſerve the new moons; to be baptized, or dip- 
a he e ped, whoever touches any of theſe things for- 


ing 1 * bidden by Moſes,” meaning, that ſuch ſhould 
ing 4 bebaptized, ordipped, who nachos dead body, 


'ord or bone, or grave, Cc. but nat a ſyllable is here 
not of the baptiſm, or dipping of proſelytes. And 
any Jiuſtin himſelf makes mention of Jewiſh proſely tes, 
hat 5 and calls them circumciſed profelytes?, but not 
e of e by which it ſeems he knew nothing of 
ther any ſuch cuſtom, as to baptize them; yea, he 
yer. does, in effect, deny there was any ſuch cuſtom, 
r; of baptizingany, that univerſally obtained among 
4 the Jews, ſince he ſpeaks of a certain ſect, whom 


* +2» 
; Dialog. cum Tryph. p. 264. Dialog. ib. p. 350, 351. 
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The Proof of the Baptiſm of 
he will not allow to be truly Jews, called by him 
Baptiſts*. Whereas, if it was the practice of the 


whole nation to receive proſelytes by baptiſm, or 
dipping, a particular ſect among them would 
not be ſtigmatized with ſuch a name, ſince they 
muſt be all Baptiſts, both original Jews and pro- 
ſelytes, if they were all admitted into the Jewiſh 
church by baptiſm, as is affirmed. Origen, who 
lived in the beginning of the third century, in 
the city of Alexandria, where were great numbers 
of Jews, with whom he wasacquainted, and muſt = 
know their cuſtoms, ſays of Heracleon, an heretic, 
he oppoſes*, „That he was not able to ſhew that 
* ever any prophet baptized ;” meaning, a com- 
mon and ordinary one; and if none of theſe ever 
| baptized, what foundation could there be for the 
baptiſm of proſelytes before the times of Chriſt ? 
Epipbanius, in the fourth century, was born in 
Paleſtine, lived ſome time in Egypt, had great 
knowledge of the Jews, and of their affairs; but 


ſeems to know nothing of this cuſtom, as uſed 
neither in former nor in later times: he ſays“, 
Neither had Abraham baptiſm, nor Jſaac, nor 


Elias, nor Moſes, nor any before Noah and Enoch, 
nor the prophet Jaiab; nor thoſe who were after 


him: and he ſpeaks of the Samaritans, that when 


they came over to the Jews, they were circum- 
ciſed again; and gives an inſtance in Symmachus, 


who, when he became a proſelyte, was circum- 

9 ciſed 
© Ibid, page 307 4 Comment. in Joannem, p. 117. 
9 Contr. Hzref, I. 3. Her, 70. | 


Ed. Meyer. 
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9 Fiſed again. So likewiſe he ſpeaks of Theodotion 
deing proſelyted to Zudaiſm*, and of his being 
circumciſed ; but not a word of the baptiſm, or 


dipping, of either of them. He alſo ſpeaks of 
Antipater*, the father of Herod the king, that 


When he became procurator of Judæa, he was 


ade a proſelyte, and was circumciſed, both he 


1 and Herod his ſon; but ſays nothing of their bap- 
ttiſm, or dipping; fo Herod is called by the Jews 
a proſelyte“; 
terity, m e reign of the proſelytes, who 
| became ſo by circumciſion, and that only, for 
ought appears. 
dot of his baptiſm, ſpeaks Jerome; he lived in 
the ſame century, and great part of his time in 
Fudæa, was acquainted with ſeveral Jews he had 
For his teachers, and with their traditions, of 
many of which he makes mention, but never of 
this of admitting proſelytes by baptiſm, or dip- 
ping. He ſpeaks of proſelytes, and of their cir- 
cumciſion; and ſays , that * if ſtrangers received 
« by the law of theLord, and were circumciſed, 


and his reign, and that of his poſ- 


And of him, as a proſelyte, but 


« and were eunuchs, as was he of the queen of 
Candace, they are not foreign from the ſal- 


« vation of God ;” but not a word of their bap- 
tiſm or dipping. 
Wall”, from Tertullian, Cyprian, Gregory Nazian- 


The inſtances given by Dr 


0 Te . 
F De Menſur. & Ponder. * Contr. Hæreſ. 1, Hzr. 20. 

h Tuchaſin, fol. 18. 1. # Seder Olam Zuta, p. 111. 
* Comment. in Matt. xxii. fol. 30.1, 
1 Comment. in Eſaiam, c. 56, fol. 96. B. 1 
m Hiſtory ut mn 1 page 47. 
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46 The Prof of the Baptiſm if 
zen, and Baſil, only reſpect either the figurative 
baptiſm of the 7/ae/ites at the Red ſea; or their 


baptiſms and bathings by immerſion, for their 
purification ftom ceremonial unclearinefs; but not 
for proſelytiſm. So when the ſame writer quotes 


Arrianus, an heathen Stoic philofopher of the ſecond 
century, as ſpeaking of rs bu a baptized 
Few®, of one that was dipped ; by whom the 


doctor thinks is meant one made a proſelyte by 


baptiſm; no other may be deſigned than either 


a Jew who bathed his whole body, to purify him- 
ſelf from legal pollutions; or an Hemero-baptiſt, 
a ſe& of the Jews, who bathed themſelves every 
day; or rather a chriſtian, as many learned men 
are of opinion”; ſince it was not unuſual with 
heathen writers to call chriftians, who were bap- 


tized, Jews; becauſe the firſt chriſtians were Jews, 
and came from Judæa into other parts of the 
world, atid were reckoned by the heathens a ſect 

n Ibid. page 45. 0 Epictet. I. 2. c. 9. 


p Quem locum fruſtra quidem adducunt, ut probent Judzos 
ritu baptiſmi uti ſolitos fuiſſe, cum apertiſſime de chriſtianis lo- 
quatur philoſophus, Oweni Theologoumen. 1. 1. Cc. g. p. 109, 


And with Dr Owen agrees Dr Jennings; it is moſt likely, 


fays he, that Arrian meant Chriſtians, in the place alledged; 
becauſe in his time many perſons became proſelytes to Chrif- 
tianity, but few or none to Judaiſm.—Beſides, if he had ſpoke 
of proſelytes to Judaiſm, it is highly probable he would have 


mentioned their circumciſion, for which the heathens derided 


them, rather than their baptiſm, which was not ſo very foreign 
to ſome of the heathen rites of purification. Zewj/b Antiquities, 
vol. I. c. 3. page 138. 
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© of the Jews, and were often confounded with 


them. Now ſince it appears there is no mention 


B T made of any ſach rite or cuſtom of admitting Jew- 
- in proſelytes by baptiſm, or dipping, to the 


© Jewiſh religion, in any writings and records be- 
fore the times of John the Baptiſt, Chriſt, and his 


3 5 © apoſtles ; nor in any age after them, for the firſt 
3 Y three or four hundred years; or, however, be- 


fore the writing of the Talmuds; it may be ſafely 
concluded there was no ſuch cuſtom, which had 
obtained in that interval of time. It remains 
therefore to be conſidered, what is the true ground 
| and foundation of ſuch a notion, and from whence 
it ſprung, which will be done in the following 


1 Na 


12 
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CHA p. IV. 


n. N of this Cuſtom 7s only from the ; 
s almuds and Talmudical Writers. 


EEING the rite of receiving proſelytes by 
baptiſm, or dipping among the Jews, is no 


where mentioned in any writings before the times 


bees r 
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D'S, 2 
W : ** iN 
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of Jobn and Chriſt, nor in any after, nearer than 
the third and fourth centuries; it is next to be 
inquired, when and where we firſt hear of it; 
and _—_ inquiry it will be found, that the firſt 
mention 


4 See Gale' 5 RefleQions on Wall's 3 Letter 10. page 
335303. ; 
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48 Proof of this Cum 


mention of it, for ought as yet appears, is in the 
Jewiſh Talmuds. The teftimonies from thence 
concerning, it, and the whole evidence, as there 
given of it, will now be laid before the reader. 


There are two Talmuds, the one called Jeruſalem, 
the other Babylonian the one written for the Jews = 
at Feruſalem, and in Judæa, after the deſtruction 


of the city and temple, and in the Jeruſalem- 


dialect. The other for the uſe of the Jews in 


2. Jar 5 and in thoſe parts, and in their ſtyle. 


HH. 


#24 3 
Dn ig in the year 230. But if the Miſuab 


nt 


gogue here in London, ſays the Feruſalem Talmud 
was written near a hundred years after the Miſnab; 


| between the finiſhing of the one and the other; 
the one being finiſhed in 189, and the other in 


422 , which is much more probable; and ſo 
this Talmud was not earlier than the beginning of 


Scaliger places* it in the year 370. Mr Miß 
ton 


The former is the moſt ancient, and therefore 1 
all begin with it, being finiſhed, as generally 


was not compiled till the year 220, being one 


hundred and fifty from the deſtruction of Jeru- 
ſalem, there muſt be a longer ſpace of time thag 
that of ten years between the one and the other. 


David Nieto, lately belonging to a Jewiſh ſyna- 
but other Jews make it later ſtill, and make a 


difference of two hundred and thirty-three years 


the fifth century; nay, ſometimes they place it 
in the year 469, in the latter end of that century. 


1 Matteh Dan, fon Cosri, par. 2. fol. 18. 1, 


nu Vid. Wolkfi Prefat. ad Bibliothec. Heb. page 28. 


a Fabricii Bibliograph. Antiquar. c. 1. ſ. 2. page 3. 
* De Emend. Temp. I. 7. page 323. 
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4 bene in 369. And ſo Elias Levitas writes, that 
R. FJochanan compiled it 300 years after the de- 


ſtruction of Jeruſalem; but Morinus will have 


bk It to be after the year 600, which is carrying it 
down too low, The paſſages I have met with 


it any way relating to the caſe under conſide- 


9 tation ; for it will be allowed there are ſome; and 
 Eherefore it will be owned, that Mr Rees“ was 
"miſtaken in ſaying it was not pretended to be 


found init. The paſſages are as follow. In one 
"Place*, a certain Rabbi is repreſented as ſaying 


to another, Wait, and we will dip this proſe- 
e lyteſs to-morrow. R. Zera aſked R. Iſaac 
Bar Nachman, Wherefore? becauſe of the 


3 


glory of that old man, or becauſe they do not 
« dip a proſelyte in the night. He replied to 
e him, Why do not they dip a proſelyte in the 
night? Uzda came before R. 7oſe (and ſaid) 
« What is the meaning then of not dipping a 
proſelyte in the night?” And a little after, 


iz the ſame column, a ſaying of R. Hezekiah is 


"reported 3 A man finds an infant caſt out (an 


& expoſed infant) and he dips it in the name of 
« a ſervant;” or for a ſervant, on account of 
ſervitude; but then dipping for ſervitude, and 


-Cipping for proſelytiſm, were two different things 
Wich the Jews, as before obſerved ; and yet this 
is the only clauſe produced by Dr Lightfoot out 
5 1 of 
25 ? o Chronolog, Tables, Cent. 19. 
+ 4 Præfat. ad Methurgeman, fol. 2. 
Y r DeSinceritate Heb. Text. I. 2. Exer. c. 2. 
IIlnfant-Baptiſm no Inftitution of Chriſt, Page 24 - - 
T7. Hieroſ. Yebamot, fol. 8, 4. Wa 
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of this Talmud, for the above purpoſe ; or by 5 | 5 
any other that I have ſeen. However, there are 


others which ſpeak of the dipping of adult pro- 


ſelytes ; which became a matter of controverſy, 
In another treatiſe, in the ſame Talmud, mention 
is made of a proſelyte circumciſed, but not dipped, 
(and it is added) all goes after circumciſion ; that 
is, that denominates a proſelyte. R. Foſbus 
« ſays, yea, dipping ſtays (or retards) it; and Bar 
« Kaphra teaches, that he who is not dipped, this 

<« 1s right (a true proſelyte); for there is no pro- 

4 {elyte but dips for accidents;” that is, for acci- 
dental and nocturnal pollutions; and it ſeems ſuch _ 


a dipping ſufficed for proſelytiſm. Of ſo little 


account did theſe Rabhins make of dipping for 
proſelytiſm, who firſt mention it; not only make 
it inſignificant, but as a delay of it, and wha: 
was an obſtruction and hindrance of it: and far. 
ther on it is ſaid”, « A proſelyteſs leſs than threc 


« years of age and one day, ſhe has not know. 


« ledge for dipping (or when ſhe is dipped ;) and 
« afterwards returns and is dipped. for the nam: 


« of the holy One of 1/7ael; every one is a pro- 
« -ſelyteſs, and ſhe is a proſelyteſs.“ This look: 


like Anabaptiſm, or rebaptization for want o 
knowledge when firſt dipped. And a little fu- 


ther ſtill x, «© A ſtranger or a proſelyte who ha 


« children, and ſays, I am circumciſed, but | 

am not dipped ; he is to be believed, and they 

« dip him on the Sabbath.” In another treatiſe”, | 
3 mention 


* 


u Kidduſhin, fol. 64. 2 » Ibid. fol. 65. 2. 
* Kidduſkin, fol. 66,1, 1 Eruvin, fol. 22,1, 
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M mention is made of a proſelyte who dipped after 


the illumination of the Eaſt, that is, after ſun- 


tiſing. Theſe are all the places I have met with 
in the Feruſalem-Talmud, any way relating to this 


cuſtom. Dr Wall“ refers to two or three other 
paſſages in this Talmud, through miſtake for the 


Balyloniar-7 almud; in which he may be excuſed, 
: 9 becauſe, as he himſelf ſays, he was not well ac- 
8 + quainted with theſe books; but he cannot be 
excuſed of inadvertency in tranſcribing from his 


authors, unleſs they have led him wrong. 

The Babylonian-Talmud 1s next to be ankider- 
ed; from whence teſtimonies may be brought 
relating to the cuſtom under conſideration. This 


Talmud was finiſhed, as is uſually ſaid, about 
A. D. 500; according to the account of the Jews | 
it was finiſhed three hundred and ſixteen years 


after the Miſnah, and eighty-three after the Je- 
ruſalem- Talmud. Though Morinus thinks it did 


not appear until the ſeventh or eighth century. 
According to the Jewiſh doctors, as related in 
this Talmud, the Iſraelites, and the proſelytes, 
were admitted into covenant in the ſame way and 
manner; and which they conclude from Numb. 
xv. 19. As ye are, ſo ſhall the ſtranger be, before 
—Wbe Lord: on which they thus deſcant o, “ As 


your fathers entred not into covenant but by 
* circumciſion and dipping, and acceptance of 
e blood or ſacrifice z ſo they (the proſelytes) 
: | D 2 enter 


2 Hiſtory of Infant - Baptiſm, Introduct. p. 44. 
* Vid. Wolfium, ut ſupra, d T. Bab. Ceritot, fol. 9. 1. 


$2 Proof of this Cuſtom 
« Enter not into covenant, but by circumciſion, 
and dipping, and through acceptance of blood.” 


or ſprinkling of blood, as the Gloſs is; or by ſa- 


crifice, as it is ſometimes expreſſed, which is fa- 


vourably accepted of God; and without both 


circumciſion and dipping, none were reckoned 


proper proſelytes ; this is ſaid two or three times 
in one leaf©; „A man is not a proſelyte unleſs 
e both circumciſed and dipped.” R. Chiyah Bar 
Abba went to Gabla, it is ſaid, and he ſaw the 
daughters of 7/rael pregnant by proſelytes, who 


were circumciſed, but not dipped ; he went and 


told R. Fochanan, who declared their iſſue baſ- 


tards, and not children of the law, or legitimate 
about this a controverſy was raiſed, related in the 
lame place; „A ſtranger that is circumciſed and 


not dipped, R. Eliezer ſays, lo, this is a pro- | 
<« ſelyte ; for fo we find by our fathers, that they 


_« were circumciſed, but not dipped; one that is 
« dipped, and not circumciſed, R. 7oſhua lays, 
lo, this is a proſelyte; for fo we find by our 


« mothers (not maids, or maid- ſervants, as Dr 


« Lightfoot © tranſlates it) that they were dipped 
c and not circumciſed.” Had the account ſtop- 


ped here, the deciſion muſt have been againſt 
dipping: for it is a rule with the Jews, that when 


R. Eliezer and R. Joſbua diſſent, the deciſion is 
according to R. un: » whom they often call 
Eliezer 


© Yebamot, fol. 46. 1, 2. vid. Beracot, fol. 47. 2. Avodah 
Zarab, fol. 57. 2. & 59. 1. 
4 Works, vol. I, p. 526. vol. II. p. 117» 


© Halicot Hun. page 201. 
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ze the Great, and ſay many extravagant 


things of him; particularly, that if all the Sie 


men of 1/rae! were put into one ſcale, and Eliezer | 
"the ſon of Hyrcanus, into the other, he would 
weigh them all downs; yet here the wiſemea in- 
terpoſe, and ſay, He that is dipped and not 
** circumciſed, circumciſed and not dipped, is 
I no proſelyte, until he is both circumciſed and 
% dipped; for R. Joſhua may learn from the fa- 
g. thers, and R. Eliezer from the mothers.” And 
ſo in this way they reconciled both; but R. Elieger 
eontinued in the ſame ſentiments, which he after- 
Wards declared for, and affirms, that a proſelyte 
that is circumciſed, and not dipped x xSyrm 2. 


Hie is an honourable proſeiyte ®, ſo that according to 


him, dipping was not neceſſary to one's being a 
proſelyte; and R. Barzelonita * ſays, of a ſort of 
proſelytes which have been taken notice of, he 
is a proſelyte who is circumciſed and not dipped. 

So that the Jews are not agreed among themſelves 
about this point. The manner of receiving a 


Proſelyte, and dipping him, when circumciſed 


and healed of his wound, and of the dipping of 
wy women allo, is related in the ſame treatiſe of the 
» Babylonian - Talmud; A ſtranger, when he 
comes to be made a orolelyee at this time, 
e they ſay unto him, What doſt thou fee, to 

become a proſelyte ? doſt thou not know that 
D232 © 116.5" - ME.THe 


f-T. Bab. Yoma, fol. 54. 1. Megillah, fol, 16. 2. Kid- 
duſhin, fol. 39. 1. 

c Pirke Abot, c. 2. ſ. 8 h 'T, Bab. Yebamot, fol. 71.1. 

j Chinnuch, page 17. * T. Bab. Yebamot, fol "_ 12. 


354 Proof of this Cuſtom 
the /raelites at this time are in diſtreſs, and in 


ſorrowful circumſtances, driven about and 


ſcattered, and are reproached, and ohaſtiſe- 


ments come upon them ? If he ſays, I know 


this, and I am not worthy (to be joined with _ 


them) they receive him immediately; and 


make known unto him ſome of the light, and 
ſome of the heavy commands (the particulars 


of which follow) if he receives them, they im- 
mediately circumciſe him; and if there be 
any thing remains, which hinders circumci- 


ſion, they return and circumciſe him a ſecond 
time, and when he is healed, they dip him 


immediately, and two diſciples of the wiſe men 


« ſtand by him, and make known to him ſome 


of the light and ſome of the heavy commands; 


then he dips, and goes up, and he is an 1/rael- 


ite. If a woman, the women ſet her in water 
up.to her neck, and two diſciples of the wiſe 
men ſtand by her without, and make known 


ſome of the light and ſome of the heavy com- 


mands.” Maimonides adds, “After that ſhe 
dips herielt before them, and they turn away 
their faces, and go out, ſo that they do not 
ſee her when he goes ug cut of the water.” Of a 


woman big with child when ſhe is dipped they 


have this rule , * A ſtranger pregnant, who is 


& 


made a proſelyteſs, her child has no need of 


ce, dipping, that is, for proſelytiſm, as the Gloſs 


te is; becauſe ſufficient for it is the dipping of 


- & ies 
1 Iſſure Biah, c 14. ſ. 6. 
m T. Bab. Vebamot, fol. 78. 1. 
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its mother; and a woman that is dipped as 


& unclean, - according to the doctors, that 1s ſuf- 
1 ficient to make her a proſelyteſs.“ 
; Chiyah Bar Ame, « Ill dip this heathen womans 


Says R. 


« in the name or on account of a woman; “ that 


is, as the Gloſs is, for the dipping of uncleanneſs, 
me being a menſtruous woman, and not for the 
dipping of proſelytiſm. Says R. Joſepb, „ Pl 
e make it right;“ that is, pronounce that ſhe is 
a perfect proſelyteſs; for though ſhe is not dip- 
ped for proſelytiſm, yet being dipped for un- 
cleanneſs, it ſerves for proſelytiſm; for a ſtranger 
or a heathen is not dipped for uncleanneſs “. 


There are various circumſtances oblerved in 


\ the ſame treatiſe concerning the dipping of pro- 
ſelytes; as the place where they are dipped ; 
* In a place it is ſaide, where a menſtruous 
« woman dips, there a proſelyte and a freed ſer- 
* vant dip;“ that is, as the 6% is, in a quan- 
tity of forty ſeahs of water: the time of its being 
one is alſo ſignified ; as that they do not dip in 
the night; and It is diſputed whether it ſhould 
be done on the Sabbath-day : three witneſſes alſo 
were required to be preſent ; and where there g. 2 
three, he (the proſclyte) dips and goes up, and 
Jo, he is an I/raelite b. 
* in the houſe of R. Chiya Bar! 224i, where we: 


It 1s ſaid 5 0 It pen 


preſent R. Oſcbaia Bar Rabbi, and R. Obe 
6 Bar FLOG; that there came a proſcly te before 
D 4 0.6 Him 


5 [bid, fol. 45. 2. & Gloſs in ibid. 


o Ibid. fol. 46. 2. & Gloſs in ibid. 
P Ibid, ET 4 Ibid, 
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* him who was circumciſed, but not dipped ; 
ce he ſaid unto him, Wait here till to-morrow, 6 
. and we will dip thee. Three things are to be -3B 
de learnt from hence. — 1. That three perſons are 00 
« required (at the dipping of a proſelyte). — 2. . 
« That he is not a proſelyte unleſs he is circum- _ 


A 


£ ciſed and dipped. — 3. That they do not dip a 0 
e proſelyte in the night;” to which may be 4 
added, — 4. That they muſt be three Rabbins who 
| are promoted, that is, are famous and eminent 
ones, who are witneſſes, as it ſeems theſe three rc 
ere... 1 l 
There is but one linge in this 7 almud, that 1 
I have met with, of the dipping of a child, ora th 
minor, made a proſelyte; and a male is ſo called fo 
until he is thirteen years of age and one day; of w 
ſuch an one it is ſaid”, © A proſelyte, a little one ci 
| „(a minor) they dip him by the decree of the © d 
| « Sanbearim;” that is, as the Gloſs is, one that 0 
| has no father, and his mother brings him to the la 
| Sanbedrim, to be made a proſelyte, and there are 5 
| three at his dipping; and they are a father to tt! 
. him, and by their means he is made a proſelyte. d 
. be: And in the ſame place it is obſerved of a ſtranger, f. 
F whoſe ſons and daughters are made proſelytes 
* with him, and acquieſce in what their father has 2 
| daone, when they are grown up, they may make it 8 
g void. There is another inſtance of the dipping 3 
| of a minor; but not for proſelytiſm, but for ] 
| F Keating the Trumah, or the oblation of the fruits 
of the earth, Sq a certain one ſays, I re- 
= « member 
1 ; T. Bab. 8 11. 1. 05 
| Cetubot. fol. 26. 1. | 


« evening 
an , the ſon of a prieſt, who, it ſeems 
Vas not qualified to eat of the oblation without 
dlipping. This was one of their divers E 
br dippings. 
This now is the whole compaſs of the evidence 


from the Talmuds for the rite of admitting pro- 
ſelytes among the Jews by baptiſm, or dipping. 


only from the Talmuds, "7 


member when I was a child, and was carried on 


» A my fath er's ſhoulders, that they took Mme fr Om 
« ſchool, and ſtripped me of my coat, and dip: 


& ped me, Thi I might eat of the Trumab in the 
but this was not a proſelyte, but 


I have not omitted any thing relating to it in 
them that has fallen under my obſervation. As 


for the quotations uſually made from Maimonides, 
who lived in the twelfth century, in proof of this 
cuſtom; whatever may be ſaid for him as an in- 
duſtrious and judicious compiler of things, out 


of the Talmud, which he has expreſſed in purer 


language, and digeſted in better order; he can- 


Not be thought to be of greater and higher au- 


thority than thoſe writings from whence he has 
derived them; for his work is only a ſtream 
from the Talmudic fountain. 
writers; as the authors of Lebuſh, Schulchan Aruch, 
and others, they derive from him. So that the 


And as for later 


Talmuds appear to be the ſpring and ſource of 
what is ſaid of this cuſtom, and from whence the 
Proof and evidence of it is to be fetched ; but 
whether the reaſonings, deciſions and determi- 


1 nations therein concerning it, can be judged a 


ſufficient. 


38 Proof of this Cum 


ſufficient proof of it, without better teſtimonies, 
eſpecially from the ſcriptures, deſerves conſide- 
ration. | 
Tt muſt not be opened, that it is pretended 
there is proof of it from ſcripture ; which I ſhall 
attend unto. The proof of the Jewiſh fathers 
entering into covenant by baptiſm, or dipping, & 
is fetched from Exod, xix. 10. where, two or three 
days before the giving of the law, the Hraelites 
were ordered to waſh their clothes; hence it is 
ſaid in the Talmud to prove that dipping was 
uſed at the entrance of the Jraelites into covenant _ 
according to which the baptiſm, or dipping of _ 
proſelytes, is ſaid to be; « From whence is it (or 
1 Proof of it?) From what is written Exod. 
* xix. 10. where there is an obligation to waſh 
| „ clothes, there is an obligation to dip.” And 
again, ch. xxiv. 8. Moſes took it (the blood) and 
« ſprinkled it on FY people; and there is no ſprink- 


| « ling without dipping.” And in another place", _ ” 
| « Sprinkling of blood (or ſacrifice, by which  @ 
| « allo the Jraelites, it is ſaid, were admitted into 
« covenant; of it, it is written, Aud be ſent young © 
| <« men of the children of Iſrael, which offered burnt- @ 
| « offerings, Sc. But dipping, from whence 
| is it? From what is written; And Moſes took a 
l Half of the blood, and ſprinkled it on the people; 7 
<« and there is no ſprinkling without dipping.” — 
, This is the proof, which ſurely cannot be ſatiss- 
tactory to a judicious mind ; dipping i is inferred , 
[ from 


+ T. Bab. Ceritor, fol. 9. 1. 
T. Bab. Yebamot, fol, 46. 2. 
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A from ſprinkling ; but tho the blood was ſprinkled 
"upon the people, they were not dipped into it 
ſurely ; nor even into water, from what appears; 


and thoughdipping and ſprinkling are fometimes 
_ uſed together, as in the cleanſing of the leper, 


ahd in the purification of one unclean, by the 


duch of an unclean bone, Sc. Lev. xiv. 7. 
Numb. xix..19. yet the one was not the other. 
Brod 
without any teaſon 3 for theſe two, in the above 
E places, and in others, are ſpoken of as two dif- 


waſhing of clothes dipping is alſo inferred, 


tinct acts, and are expreſſed by different words; 


and yet it is upon this ſingle circumſtance the 


proof depends. Now, as Dr Owen” obſerves, 


F This waſhing of clothes ſerved that ſingle oc- 
'* caſion only of ſhewing reverence of the divine 
« preſence, at the peculiar giving of the law; 


& nor did it belong to the ſtated worſhip of God; 


s ſo that the neceſſity of the baptiſm of bodies, 
e by a ſtated and ſolemn rite for ever, ſhould 
-* ariſe from the ſingle waſhing of garments, and 
that depending upon a reaſon, that would 
by never more recur ; of the obſervation of which 
2 no mention is made, nor any trace is extant 
in the whole Old Teſtament, and which is not 
confirmed by any divine command, inſtitution, 


or direction, ſeems altogether improbable.” 
And he elſewhere* ſays, « From this latter tem- 
8 porary occaſional inſtitution (ceremonial waſh- 
702 ing 


» Theologoumen, 1. 5. Digreſſ. 1. page 446. 
On Heb, Vol, 1. Exercitat. 19. p. 272. 
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« ing at Sinai) ſuch as they (the Jews) had many 
e granted to them, whilſt they were in the wil- 


—_— 7 
' 


« derneſs, before the giving of the law, the 


C Rabbins have framed a baptiſm for thoſe who 
ce enter into their ſynagogue; a fancy too greedily 


&« embraced by ſome chriſtian writers, who would 


« waſhing of their clothes, not of their bodies, 


cc required in any proſelytes, either men or wo- 


c men, where the laws of their admiſſion are 
« ſtrictly ſet down.” And it may be farther ob- 
ſerved, that the Talmudiſts give this only as a 
proof of the admiſſion of Iſraelites into covenant ; 
whereas, the ſolemn admiſſion of them into it, 

even of the whole body of them, men, women, 
and children, and alſo of the proſelytes who were 
in their camp, as all the Targums and the Greek 
verſion have it, when on the plains of Moab, at 


Horeb, before their entrance into the land of 


_ Canaan, Deut. xxix. 10, 11, 12. was not by any 


of the three things they ſay the admiſſion was, 


that is, by circumciſion, baptiſm, and ſacrifice ; 


of the two latter not the leaſt hint is given, and 
the former was not practiſed whilſt the 1/raelhites 
were in the wilderneſs, not till Jo/bua had intro- 


duced them into the land of Canaan. The Jews 
ſeem to be conſcious themſelves that the bapriſm 
or Arens of proſelytes, is no command of God; 


ſince 


* have the holy ordinance of the church's bap- : 
<« tiſm to be derived from thence. But this 


« was temporary, never repeated; neither is 
« there any thing of any ſuch baptiſm or waſhing 
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1 2 at the circumciſion of them, in the form 
of bleſſing they then uſe, they take no notice of 
= which runs thus“: * Bleſſed art thou, O Lord 
'« God, the King of the world, who has ſanc- 
„ tified us by his precepts, and has commanded 
„ us 10 circumciſe proſelytes, and to fetch out of 
ec them the blood of the covenant; for if it was 
73 ; cc not for the blood of the covenant the heaven 
> « and earth would not be eſtabliſhed ; as it is 
* ſaid, If my covenant with day and night, Cc. 
Jer. xxxiii. 25. 

Dr Lightfoot * carries this cuſtom of admitting 
proſelytes by baptiſm, or dipping, higher than 
the Jews themſelves do. He aſcribes the firſt 

; A inſtitution and uſe of it to Jacob, when he was 
8 F going to Bethe] to worſhip, after the murder of 
the Shechemites by his ſons; when, the doctor 

© ſays, he choſe into his family and church, ſome 

of the Shechemites and other heathens. But ſome 
learned men of the Pædobaptiſi perſuaſion, have 
thought the notion is indefenſible, and judged 
it moſt prudent to leave it to himſelf to defend 
it, or whomſoever may chooſe to undertake it * : 
: and he himſelf was in doubt about the firſt in- 
ſtitution of this ſort of baptiſm; for he afterwards 
ſays, 
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y Maimon, Hilchot Milah, e. 3. c 4. 
4 z Chronicle of the Old Teſtament, p. 18, Harmony of 
dhe Evangeliſts, page 465. Hor. Heb, in Matt. iii. 6. 
: Pfeiffer. Antiqu. Ebr. c. 1. ſ. 5. & addit ; uti & ejuſdem 
collationem, quam inter hunc proſelytorum baptiſmum & 


ſacramentum initiationis chriſtianorum inſtituit, cum magna 
grano ſalis accipiendam Putamu, 


— — 
— — 


= = —— 2 - — = — — — — — - — — 2 — — — = = = — — — — — — = 
— — ee — 2 * . — — » = = — 2 4 * = — 8 > 8 — * SAX — - o — —_— > — —— — — 
. — T2 - OY m4 — — 8 - —— — — at hot hop — * — — — bs — OS — — 
— — « —— — 23 * „ — — R — — - — gg — yy: 5 — - — po — — 2 — — 
— —— — — —— — — 2 — — . —— —y—y— — 
= 


- 


fays, We acknowledge that circumciſion. was 


« of divine inſtitution ; but by whom baptiſm, = 
« that was inſeparable from it, was inſtituted, 7 
„ js doubtful.” Certain it is, it has no foun- . 
dation in what Jacob did, or ordered to be done, 
when he was about to go to Bethel, and worſhip p 
there; previous to which he ordered his family ©, 
to put away the ſtrange gods that were among them, ol 
which they had brought with them from Shechem ; 
and he likewiſe ordered them to be clean, and 


Fd 


change their garments ; which cleanneſs, whether 
to be underſtood of abſtaining from their wives, 


as ſome interpret it; or of waſhing of their bodies, 1 
as Aben Ezra, as a purification of them from te 
pollutions of the ſlain, as the Targum paraphraſes 7 
it, and after that Jarchi: and which change of 


garments, whether underſtood of the garments 


that can be concluded from hence is, and is by 


the Jews concluded, that when men come before 


God, they ſhould come with clean bodies, and 
with clean garments; as an emblem of the more 
inward purity of their minds, which is neceſſary 


to every religious ſervice and act of devotion, 


ſuch as Jacob and his family were now about to 


perform, and which the very heathens themſelves 


had a notion of; Caſta placent ſuperis, pura cum 


of idolaters, which the ſons of Jacob had taken 
and put on, when they ſtripped them; or of 
their own garments, defiled with the blood of the 
ſlain; or of their meaner and more ſordid gar- 
ments, for more pure and ſplendid ones. All 
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RT 
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only from the Talmuds. + 3 


Was 3 725 veſte venito d. But not a word is here of any co- 
tiſm, oY ; 7g venant Jacob and his family entered into, and 
ated, G oven leſs of any proſelytes from Shechem and Sy- 
dun- ria being brought into it with them, by baptiſm, 
lone, or dipping, as is pretended. 
{hip 9 5 I have met with another learned man*, who 

1 carries up this cuſtom higher ſtill; and aſſerts, 
m, 1 that Jacob did not feign out of his own brain 
em ; ET tis practice of waſhing the body and of change 
and F of garments; but took it from the hiſtory of 
ther Ale, and from his example; and he ſuppoſes 
ves, that Adam, at the ſolemn making the covenant 
dies, with him, was waſhed in water, before he put 
the on the garments given him of God; and that as 

aſes | 1 he was the firſt who ſacrificed, he was the firſt 


of : who was baptized by the command of God; and 
ents 88 fo baptiſm was the moſt ancient of all the ſacred 
ken rites. But let the hiſtory of Adam be carefully 
of 


read over by any man, and he will never find 
the leaſt hint of this, nor obſerve the leaſt ſhadow 
or appearance of it; but what is it that the ima- 
gination of man will not admit and receive, when 
by once a looſe is given to it? Pray, who baptized. 
ore Adam, if he was baptized? Did God baptize 
nd him? Or did an angel baptize him? Or did Eve 
ore baptize him? Or did he baptize himſelf ? 
uy Since then this rite or cuſtom of admitting into 
on, covenant, whether Iſraelites or proſelytes, by 
o baptiſm or dipping, has no foundation bur in the 
J Talmuds; and the proof of it there ſo miſerably 
m 8 - -- | | ſupported 
7 Tibultus, 1. 2. eleg. 1. e Rhenferd. Orat. de An- 
tiqu, Baptiſm. page 954. ad Caleem Oper. Philolog. 


12” 5 I BET 2 
- —_ 


* 


33 carts 


— AG ET; 
— — 


* 
t 
7 
18 
1h 
. 
if 
nt 
5 
1 
A 
}4 
* 
. 
4 
+ 
vo 
1 
. 
Us 
N 
17 
37 
4 
4 k 
4 


64 Cbriftian Rah not — 


ſupported from ſcripture, ſurely it can never r be 
thought that chriſtian baptiſm was borrowed from 
thence; or that it is no other which is continued 
in the chriſtian church, being taken up as it was 
found by John the Baptiſt, Chriſt, and his apoſ- 
tles; the folly and falſhood of which will be 
evinced in the following chapter, 


CHAP. V. 


The Reaſons why Chrifi an Baptiſm is 
Founded on, and taken from, the has 
JI Baptiſm of Mal tes and Profelytes. | 

AVING traced the admiſſion . the Jewiſh 


proſelytes by baptiſm, or dipping, to the 
foring- head of it, the Jewiſh Talmuds; I ſhall 


now proceed to give reaſons, why chriſtian bap- 


tiſm cannot be thought to be taken from ſuch a 


_ cuſtom; nor that to be a rule according te to which 
it is to be practiſed. 


Firſt, TheT almuds are of too late a date to 


prove that ſuch a cuſtom obtained before the 


times of John and Chriſt, ſince they were written 
ſome centuries after thoſe times, as has been 


ſhewn; and beſides, there is in them a plain 


chronological mark, or character, which ſhews 
that this cuſtom took place among the Jews ſince 


they were driven out of their own land, and 


ſcattered among the nations, and ſuffered reproach 
and perſecution ; for among the interrogatories 
On 
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ut to perſons who came to them to be made 


on Proſe hte Baptiſm. 6 


Proſelytes, this queſtion was aſked , „What 


TH $6 doſt thou ſee to becorne a proſelyte? doſt thou 
A not know, or conſider, that the Hraelites are 
no 7771 dn at #his time, in ſorrowful circum- 
& ſtances, driven about and ſcattered, and load- 


ed with reproaches and afflictions ? If he ſays, 
„ I know this; and I am not worthy (that is, 
e to be Joined to them) they receive him imme- 
* diately.” Many are the ſurmizes and conjec- 


commemoration of the world's being purified 


into the myſteries of their goddeſs Je, by waſh- 


peer entered into the thoughts of theſe learned 

men, or others, that the Jews took up this rite 
pf dipping their proſelytes, as they found it 
among the Medes and Perſians, when they lived 


ſome hundreds of years before the coming of 

Cͤhriſt, and his forerunner John the Baptiſt; So 

X * che eighty rites the Perfi tans uſed in the initia- 

; 4T. Bab. 'Yebamot, fol. 47. L. 1 
Anno. in Matt. iii. 6. 

* 4 t Chronic. ſecul. 9. Page 200. 


tures of learned men concerning the original and 
5 SG of this cuſtom, It is ſcarce worth while, to 
? take notice of the notion of Grotius *, that this 
cuſtom was taken up on account of the flood, and 


, . by it; nor of Sir Jobn Marſham's „ that it was 
"taken up by the Iſraelites, in imitation of the 


Feyptians and their manner of initiating perſons 


ing them; for which he cites Apuleius. A goodly 


In their countries, and ſo brought it into Judza, 
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66 Chriſtian Baptiſm not founded A 
1. tion of men into the myſteries of Mitbrat, their A I 
chief deity, the firſt and principal was un. rr 
They dipped them in a bath, and ſigned them in ef 
their forebeads, and had a fort of an Richert, irh 
an oblation of bread, as Tertullian has it, and an fo 
image of the reſurrection (that is, in their bap- 3 0 
tiſm); promiſing the expiation of ſins by the la. he 
ver; and alſo had an imitation of martyrdom :. 3 3 1 r 
Which rites eould they have been found among 55 

the Egyptians as Withus * obſerves, and 1 maß) 

add or among the Jews before the times of 7obn, 

what clappings would there have been! Some 
ſay , this cuſtom of the Jews was taken up by 1 

them out of hatred to the Samaritans, and was 5 
added to circumciſion, to diſtinguiſh them from 7 b 

* them: but if ſo, it is very much that Symmachu | T 
the Samaritan, when he came over to the Jews, | 
was not only circumciſed again, as he was, but 3 

alſo baptized, or dipped ; of which Foioheniu, - _ A 
who gives an account of his becoming a ce "7 3 
10 them, and of his being circumciſed, but not 
of his being baptized, as before obſerved. D 
Owen thinks this euſtom was taken up by bone 
Antemiſhnical Rabbins in imitation of John the 
Baptiſt; which is not very probable, chovg) 


more ſo than any thing before need. T- 
me 


| . Wiki Kayptiacs, 1. 2. c. 26k to. vid, Tells. . 
Præſcript Her. c. 40. I bid. Ry” 3 F 


7 Schickard, & Mayerus, apud Pfeiffer. e. e. „ ; p ; 3 
f. 5. vid. Selden. de Sy ned. I. r. e. 3. N 1 
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on Projelyte Boptifin. | & 


ne It SEES a clear "caſe, that this cuſtom was 


7 | upon a. general notion of the uncleanneſs 
| "Ig of heathens, in their ſtate of heatheniſm, before 
1 heir embracing the Jewiſh religion; and there- 


fore deviſed this bapriſm, or dipping, as a ſym- 
bol of that purity, which was, or ought to be in 


5 thern, When e they became Jews; of whom they 
8 *might "hope to gain ſome, they being now diſ- 
"WY perfed among the nations; and of ſome they boaſts. 


Leven of ſome of note: and this was firſt intro- 
ducei when they digeſted the Traditions of the 


„„ 


eelders into a body, or pandect of Laws; and were 


+ finiſhing their deciſions and determinations upon 


1 hem, to be obſeryed by their people i in future 


Since I wrote > he preceding chapters, I ove 


met with a quotation; (for I will not conceal any 
Þ thing that has occurred to me in reading, relative 
1 110 this cuſtom of dipping Jewiſh proſelytes;) I ſay 
have met with a quotation by Maimonides , out 
of a book called $iphri, an ancient commentary 
5 on Numbers and Deuteronomy, which has theſe 
words: As the J/raclites did not enter into co- 
1 q « yenant but by three things, by circumciſion, 


» ** dipping, and acceptation of ſacrifice ; ſo nei- 
4 ther proſelytes likewiſe.” Now if this is the 
ancient book of Siphri, from whence this paſſage 
"is taken, as may ſeem, which is a book of an 
ie | uncertain author and age; and is allowed to be 


1 | written after the Miſnab" , yet i it is the ſame that 


1 Prefat; ad Seder Kodaſhim. MS ee 
n Mabo Hagemara ad Calcem Halicot cm. p. 22 „ 


68 Chriſtian Baptiſin not founded 
is mentioned in the Babylonian Talmud , it muſt 
be written before that was publiſhed, though i it 
might be while it was compiling. and it may 
be, by ſome concerned in it; ſince the rite re- 
ferred to is expreſſed in the ſame words in the 
one as in the other®; and is founded upon ang 
argued from the ſame paſſage of ſcripture, Numb. 
xv. 15. and ſeems to be the language and reaſon- | 
Ing of the ſame perfons. However, if the paſſage 
quoted by Maimonides ſtands in that book, which 
is a book I never ſaw, though printed; i, I ſay 
theſe ſeveral things can be made plain; it is in- 
deed the earlieſt teſtimony we have of this cuſtom, 
eſpecially if the book was written before the Je- 
ruſalem-Talmud, which yet is not certain : but be 

it as it may, it is a teſtimony of the ſame ſort of "x 
perſons, and of no better authority than what has 
been before produced, and ſerves to confirm, 
that this cuſtom is a pure device of the Jewiſh 
doctors, and is merely Rabbinical; and beſides, 
if it was not written before the Jeruſalem- Talmud, 
which, that it was, does not appear by any men- 
tion made of it in it, or even was it as early as 
that, ar moſt, it can only carry up this cuſtom 
into the fifth century®, which is too late for Jobn 
_ Baptiſt and Chriſt to take up the ordinance from 
it and on account of ſuch teſtimonies not being 
early enough Tor ſuch a purpoſe, the late Dr Jen- 
ning. 


0 7. „ Bab Kidduſhin, fol. 49. 2. Beracot, fol. 47- 2. & 
Shebuot, fol. 41. 2. 


* T, Bab. der. ſol. 9. i, v See chap. 4. p. 47. 
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9 on Preſehte Baptiſm. 69 
Figs) has given up the argument from them in 
© Favour of infant-baptiſm, ds inſufficient. His 
words are, „After all, it remains to be proved, 
* not only that chriſtian baptiſm was inſtituted 
« in the room of proſelyte-baptiſm ; but that 
« * the Jews had any ſuch baptiſm in our Saviour's 
time: the earlieſt accounts we have of it, are 
ie in the Miſbna (but in that we have none at all) 
e and Gemara.” And again he ſays, There 
ZZ wants more evidence of its being as ancient as 
2 our Saviour's time, than I apprehend can be 
& produced to ground an argument upon it, in 
- relation to chriſtian baptiſm.” 
- = * Secondly, This cuſtom, though obſerved as a 
be b. WE ctivious action, yet has ſcarce any appearance 


of 7 of religion and devotion in it; but looks rather 
as xe a civil affair, it being in ſome caſes under 


n, the cognizance and by the direction of the San- 
h © Fedrim, or court of judicature. There was no 
1 Wivine ſolemnity in the performance of it. It 
Fas not adminiſtred in the name of the God of 
Vael, whom the Jews profeſſed; nor in the 


N- 2 | 1 
as game of the Meſſiah to come, expected by them, 
m is was the baptiſm of John : nor in the name of 


bn © the Three divine Perſons in the Trinity, which 
Mm get the ancient Jews believed. They dipped 
ng their proſelytes indeed, according to their account 

Donn in tbe name of a proſelyte, or as one; and a 
os ſervant, in the name of a ſeryant, or on account 

np of ſervitude; and a free-man, in ibe name of a 
tee - man; but neither of them in the name of 
= „ any 
© A 7 Jewiſh Antiquities, vol. I. page 1225 138. 


70 Chriſti an Baptiſm nat founded 1 
any divine Perſon, or with the 1 Invocation of the = 
name of Gad; ſo that it had no appearance of a 
religious ſolemnity in it. 'To. which may be "TS 
wader” that this cuſtom gave a licence to things | 5 8 | 
the moſt impure and abominable, things con- 
trary to the light of nature, and not to be named 
among the Gentiles, and which muſt make it 
deteſtable to all ſerious perſons. According to 2 0 
the Jews, it diſſolved all the ties of natural re- 3 2 
lations, which before ſubſiſted among men; for Ly 
according to them, „As ſoon as a man is made 
« a proſelyte, a ſoul flies out of a (celeſtial ) pa- 
« lace, and gets under the wings of the Shecinah, | ; l 
« (or divine Majeſty) which kiſſes it, becauſe it * Ne 
« 1s the fruit of the righteous, and ſends it into : bi. 4 
the body of a proſelyte, where it abides ; and | 1 
from that time he is called a proſelyte of dien 
e teouſneſs”; ſo that now he has a new ſoul, 
« and is a new man, another man than he was | NM 
« before;” not a better man, bur, to. uſe. our 3 8 
Lord's words, he is made wo fold more the child © — 
of hell. For, according to them, all his former * 
connections with men are broken, and all obli- 1 1 
gations to natural relations are diſſolved; and he 1 1360 
may, without any im putatiog of crime, be guilty 8 
of the moſt ſhocking inceſt, as to marry his own N 
mother or his own filter; But hear their o 
words, „When a Gentile is made a Pia, 2 4 
4 and a ſervant made free, they are both as 2 
„ new: ook bes and all the relations which they 1 I 
| 00 Bad 1 
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» Zohar in Numb. fol. 69. 4. Ed. Sultzbach, 


en Toth. Baprifm: wo 


the b 0 b nad when a Gentile or a ſervant, are no more 

1 relations to them;“ or their kindred and rela- 
by Jon by blood is no more; as brother, ſiſter, fa- 
ger, mother, and children, theſe are no more to 
dop- 2 be fo accounted ; inſomuch, that, when one 
med J * 4 5 A proſelyte, he and they (his quon- 
e it t dam kindred) are not guilty, by reaſon thereof, 


JP cording to law (the civil law of the Jews) that 
7 ne a Gentile may marry his own mother, or his 
* ſiſter, by his mother's fide (his own ſiſter) when 
2 they become proſelytes.” But though they 
allow it to be lawful, they have ſo much mo- 
deſty and regard to decency, or rather to their 
own character, that it is added; „But the wiſe 
Y 5 * men forbid this, that they (the proſelytes) may 
44 not ſay, we are come from a greater degree of 
* holineſs to a leſſer one; and what is forbidden 
to- day is free to-morrow; and fo a proſelyte 
Who lies with his mother or his ſiſter, and they 
are in Gentiliſm, it is no other than if he lay 
EL * with a ſtranger 4.” Now can any man, ſoberly 
thinking, judge that the New Teſtament- ordinance 
5 1 of baptiſm was taken up by John and Chriſt from 
Ws + fuch a wretched cuſtom, which gave licence to 
boch ſhocking immorality and uncleanneſs; or 
4 © that chriſtian baptiſm is built on ſuch baſis as 
this! ? 
_ Thirdly, To ſuppoſe that John took. up the 
1 e of baptizing as he found it among the 
; Rs of „ 


A4 Maimon, [dure Biah, c. 14. C. 11, 12. Schulchan Aruch, 
par. 2. Yore Dea, Hilchor Gerim, Art. 9, . 1, 


. 
a 1 
1 


on account of inceſt, at all; fo that it is ac- 


divine miſſion, and the credit of baptiſm, as ad- N 0 * 
miniſtered by him; and is contrary to what the ® 
preſent 


$I. 7 cas T 


72 Chriflian Buptifm nut founded. 


Jews, and from a tradition and cuſtam of theirs, 


greatly detracts from the character of John, hs 


ſcriptures ſay concerning him. T hey 
him as the firſt adminiſtrator of baptiſ 


and, 


for a while, the ſole adminiſtrator of it; For, for 
what other reaſon do they call him The Baptiſt, WY 


common uſe, and had been ſo time out of mind? 
The Jews hearing of John's baptizing perſons, 
ſent meſſengers to him, to know who he was that 
took upon him to baptize ; who aſked, y bap- 
tizeſt thou, if thou art not that Chriſt, nor Elias, 
nor that prophet ? As if it was a new thing; tld 


that it was expected he ſhould be fome extraor- 


dinary perion who baptized. But why ſhould 


ſuch queſtions bs put to him, if this was in com- 


mon uſe, and if any ordinary perſon, however, 


any common doctor or Rabli, had then, and in 


former times, been uſed to baptize perſons"? The 


ſcriptures ſpeak of John's baptiſm as the counſel of 


on: bur according to this notion, it was a de- 


ä vice 


r Annon plane zonuunt 8 Joap. 1, 469 nullum fuiſſe 


baptiſmi uſum. & receptam fuiſſe opinionem inter ipſos (Ju- 


dæos), nullum debere eſſe. uſquedum veniret Chriſtus, ve 


Elias, vel propheta | ille? Knachbul in 1 Pet. ili. 21, 
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and diſtinguiſh him by this title, if jt was then a a 
common thing, and had been uſual in time paſt, 
to baptize perſons? The ſcriptures ſay he was be 
a man ſent of God, and ſent by him 1% baptize | 
with water, John i. 6, 33, But what need was 
there of a miſſion and commiſſion to what was in 
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Fice and hilt of men; and had this been the 
aſe, the Jews would not have been at a loſs, 


7 have put ſuch an one? The baptiſm of Joby, 


is putting the queſtion thus, ſuppoſes the con- 
1 xrary, that it was nat from men, but from God : 
and if it was not of God, but a tradition of men, 
they could have readily ſaid, Of men; without 
2 being. confuted by him, or e or expoſed to the people: 


viſeſt way for themſelves, and anſwered, We can- 


reiſees would not have wondered at it, it being ſo 


wonder was, that natural Jews ſhould be bap- 


3 5 cized: but why ſo? for, according to this notion, 
the original natural Jews were received into co- 


Sadducees, who were natural Jews, came to his 
baptiſm, and were not admitted to it, but re- 
Jected from it, as unfit and improper perſons ; ; 


9.090" CÞ- 4 Wn © 


* 0 | their turn, rejected the counſel of God hay” them: 


7 estas to his Hiftary, page 64. Fd. 2, 416. 


„ n Preſhre Bapri. 73 
1. 1 2 under any difficulty, to anſwer the queſtion 
Pgriſt put to them, nor indeed, would he ever 


abence was it ? from heaven, or from men? for 


; but being thrown into a dilemma, they took the 


wot tell? Dr Wall ſays, If John had been bap- 
tizꝛing proſelytes, and not natural Jews, the Pha- 


Vell known to them; and he ſuggeſts, that the 


= 1 5 enant by . they as the proſelytes, and 
8 . was Gemilar: But 5 us examine this oh 


5 | 4 fair, and. ſee how the fact now ſtood. When 
” 7obn firſt appeared baptizing, the Phariſees and 


and others of the ſame nation and profeſſion, in 


+ vii. 30. On. 8 2 ie 9 5 


che Roman tax-· gatherets, of whom ſome indeed Fer 


were Jews, but a fort of renegado Jews, wo 


N $1 ", 
5 
B35 


lived in a Gentile employment and were reckoned | 


as heathens, being equally odious, and therefore : 3 
jemechtngether e een Gan kan bf. 


ee een en, 4 | Ih 
into the kingdom of God, into the goſpel-ſtate, be- Hi 


fore the Phariſees, and embraced its doctrines, I "2 
and ſubmitted to its ordinances, Lake vii. 29. 
and iii. 12. Mart. xxi. 31. and even ſoldiers, © 
or who were of other nations un- . 1 
oman pay, ſo Dr Lightfoot *, for no otber 


ſoldiers were then in Judea; theſe were among 
the multitude who came to be baptized by bim, 


to whom he gave good inſtructions, but did not 
refuſe to baptize them, Laube iii. 7, 14. and out- 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt, whoſe forerunner John was in 
his miniſtry and baptiſm, gave orders to his diſ- 
ciples to baptize indiſcriminately perſons of all 
nations, Jews andGentiles, who believed in him; 
and who accordingly did baptize them: ſo that 
| baptiſm in thoſe early times of Jobn, Chriſt, and 


his apoſtles, was not confined to natural Jews; 


the wonder and the queſtion upon it, as above, 
were not about the perſons baptized, whether 
Jews or Gentiles, but about baptiſm itſelf, and 
the adminiſtrator of it, as being altogether new. 
The account which Joſepbus, the Jewiſh hiſto. 


— | rian, 
t . 1, in vl. I. of his works, p-. 462. 
1 Antiquit I. 18. c. 6, E. 


— 


an Proſoly Baptiſm. . 


an, wi . ſoan after the times of Jahn, gives 
F him, and his baptiſm, agrees with the ſacred 
Frriptures; and which teſtimgny ſtands not on 
"I, % f the common editions of that hiſtorian, but i 18 
5 Preſerved by Euſebius", as a choice piece of hiſ- 
| ry.z in which, he not only ſays Jahn was a re- 
: e and good man, but, with the ſcriptures, 
That he was ſurnamed The Baptiſt, to diſtinguiſh 
him from others; and that he ordered the Jews 
who lived righteous and godly lives to come to 
E baptiſm, and ſuch only did Jobn admit of; and 
that baptizing was acceptable to God, when uſed 
pdiot for removing ſome ſins (hy which his baptiſm 
ws a diſtinguiſhed from Jewiſh baptiſms, which 
voere uſed to purge from ſin in a ceremonial ſenſe). 
1 7 bot for the purity of the body, the ſoul being 
not ' before purified by righteouſneſs. Alſo he obſerves 
with the ſcriptures, that multitudes flocked to 
him; and that Herod, fearing that by his means 
dis ſubjects would be drawn into a revolt, put 
him to death. But why ſuch flockings to him, 
= if baptiſm had been a common thing ? And what 
had Herod to fear from that? He might reaſona- 
bly conclude, that if this was no other than what 
had been uſually practiſed, the people would 
ſoon ceaſe from following him. Nay, Jeſppon 
er Ben Gorion”, the Jew's Foſephus, the hiſtorian 
d VWhom they value and prefer to the true Foſephus, 
ſays of Jobu, that ryan nvy he made, inſtituted, 
and performed baptiſm, as if it was a new thing, 
5 . | | Tt 06 ſet 
rd. A . = Hiſt, Heb. 1. wget 


= 
FFF 
325 


6 Chriſtian Boptifn not fo unded 


ſet on foot by him; and for which theer TO : 
expreſs their reſentment at him. One of their} 3 WM 3/1 
1 virulent writers ſfays*, Who commanded Job 4 * 
„ 4 o inſtitute this baptiſm? in what law did he 
, find it? neither in the old nor in the new.“ 
Now this would not be ſaid by the Jews, if Jobn 
had taken up his baptiſm from a cuſtom of theirs; {7 
nor would they ſpeak of the ordinance of baptiſm 
in ſuch a ſcandalous and blaſphemous manner as 

they do, and in language too ſhocking | to tran- . 
8 7 
Fourth, The Jews will not allow that any _ 
proof of baptiſm can be produced out of the 
| writings of the Old Teſtament, nor out of their 
Talmuds. Such paſſages in the Old Teſtament 
which ſpeak of waſhing, and in which men are | 
exhorted to waſb and be clean, as Ja. i. 16. it is WH 
ſaid, are tobe underſtood of mens cleanſing them- 
ſelves from their fins, and not of Plunging in 
water; To plunge a man in water, is no where 
« written; why therefore did Jeſus command 
« ſuch baptiſm,” or dipping*? and whereas the 
paſſage in Ezek. xvi. 9. Then waſhed I thee with 
water, is by ſome interpreted of baptiſm ; ; the 
Jew obſerves* the words are not in the future 
tenſe; J will waſh thee : but in the Paſt tenſe, 
| 1 hae = 
A Vet. Nijzzachon, pag. 195. Ed. Wagenſell. 95 | 
y Vet. Nizzachon, p. 62, 64, 70, 74, 77, 150, 191, Se, 3 


vid. Maji Synopſ. Theolog. Jud. loc. 18. ſ. 2. pag. 266. Fr 
Edzardi not. in Avadah Zarah, c. 2. pag. 266. Wagenſeil. 1 
in Sptah, pag. 959. Wen pag. 53. 4 

> Ibid. pag. 74. 
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1 en Proſeyte Baptiſm: y 
8 Gave wekai thee and ſo cannot refer to bap- 
9 | . And whereas the promiſe in Ezek. xxxvi. 
l "28. 1 will. ſprinkle clean water upon you, and ye 
ww be clean from all your filthineſs, c. is brought 
by ſome, I ſuppoſe he means ſome popiſh writers, 
another proof of baptiſm: the Jew replies“, 
What fin and uncleanneſs does baptiſm take 
away? and what fin and uncleanneſs are there 
ein new- born babes? Beſides, ſays he, you do 
e not do ſo; you do not ſprinkle, but you are 
plunged into water:“ Which, by the way, 
ſhews that ſprinkling was not uſed in baptiſm, 
When this Jew. wrote, which was in the twelfth, 
Fentury, as Magenſeil, the editor of his work, 
= Pools The ſame Jewiſh writer © aſks, If 
e the law of Jeſus, and his coming, were known 
0 6 to the prophets, why did not they obſerve his 
F law? and why did not they baptize themſelves, 
F according to the law of Jeſus?” And he re- 
preſents! David as praying (it muſt be ſuppoſed, 
pynder a prophetic ſpirit) for thoſe who ſhould, 
In this captivity of the Jews, be forced, againſt 
their wills, to baptiſm, and that they might be 
delivered from it, Pſalm Ixix. 1, 15. and cxliv. 7. 
Nor does this writer take any notice of receiving 
proſelytes by baptiſm ; though he makes men- 
tion of receiving men-proſelytes*, yet by cir- 
cumciſion only; and alſo of women-proſelytes, 
Te but not a word of RO of either ; and had 


5 » Ibid. pag. 192. + Thid. pag. 99 
——— *©* Ibid. pag. 493. . bid. p. 242, 243. 
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he thought the baptiſm their Talmud ſpeaks of,, 


had any affinity with our baptiſm, and was the Re 


ground of it, he would not have been fo gravell 7. 

ed with an objection of the chriſtians, as he was; © 
which is put thus, „We baptize male and f- 
* male, and hereby receive them into out reli - 
gion; but you circumciſe men only, and not 
« women :”* To which he appears to be at an en- 
tire loſs to anſwer; whereas he might have re. 
dily anſwered,” had the caſe been as ſuggeſted, 


> 


That we baptize women as well'as'men, when 
they are received proſelytes among us. But that 
the Jews had no notion that chriſtian baptiſm was 
founded upon any prior baptiſm of proſelyres, 
or others, among them, as related in their Ta. 
mud, is manifeſt from a diſputation had between 
Nachmanides a famous Jew, and one brother Paul, 
a chriſtian, in the year 12636. Brother Paul af. 
firmed, that the Talmudiſis believed in Jeſus, that 


he was the Meſliah, and was both God and man: 
the Jew replied, after obſerving fome other things, 
« How can brother Paul ſay fo, that they be- 


lieved in him; for they, and their diſciples, 


c died in our religion? and why ere they not 
% baptized, according to the command of Jefus, 
as brother Paul was? And I would be glad 
e to hear, ſays he, how be learned baptiſm from 


them (the Talmudiſts) and in what place (of the 


* Talmud) ? did not they teach us all our laws 
 «< which we now obſerve? and the rites and cuſ- 
| 4 toms 

f Ibid. pag. 251. s Apud Wagenſeil. Tela Tgnea, 


vol. II. pag. 25, 26. 


ee ee, 


n 
toms they gathered together for us, ins 
* were uſed when the temple was ſtanding, from 
7 = the. mouths of the prophets, and from the 
was; 4 mouth of Moſes, our maſter, on Whom be 
"FP peace? and if they believed in Jeſus, and in 
& his law, they would have done as brother Paul 
t has; does he underſtand their OR better 
en. q than they themſelves? ? 
rea. = - Fifthly,, To ſay, as Dr Lightfoot « "I 
ted, "Chriſt took up baptiſm into his hands as e nnd 
fien kx, that is, as practiſed by the Jews, is greatly to 
that derogate from the character and authority of 
Was 1 Chriſt; it makes him, who came a Teacher from 
tes, Cod, to teach for doctrines the commandments | 
Tal. Z of men, which he himſelf condemns. It makes 
een 2 1 5 that all power in heaven and in earth, ſaid to be 
aul, given him, in conſequence of which he gave his 
af. apoſtles a commiſſion to teach all nations, bap- 
8 tixing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Sion, and of the Holy Ghoſt; I ſay, it makes it to 
x © dwindle into this only, a power to eſtabliſh a tra- 
= dition. and commandment of men long in uſe 
s, 2 before he came. Again, who can belive. that 
% Chriſt, who ſo ſeverely inveighed againſt the tra- 
5, 8 ditions of the Jews, would ever eftabliſh any one 
4 of them, and make it an ordinance of his; and 
m 33 ſhould inveigh againſt thoſe, re- 
e ſpecting the baptiſms, or dippings of the Jews 
9 | then in uſe among them; and eſpecially without 
Z ; 1282 that of their baptiſm of proſelytes 
s | from the reſt, and without declaring it his will 
3 ons 
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80  Cbhriftian Baptiſm not founded 


that it ſhould be continued and obſerved ; "met? FE: 


en of which he has done. 


Sixtbly, Such a notion as this highly r reflects FOO 


diſhonour on the ordinance of baptiſm ; that one 


of the principal ordinances of the New Teſta- g 
ment, as that is, ſhould be founded on an human 
tradition, an invention of men; ir muſt greatly hy 
weaken the authority of it, as well as diſparage mt 
the wiſdom of the Lawgiver; and muſt have a 
tendency to bring both the author and the ordi- th 
nance into contempt. Nothing can make an or- W 


dinance a chriſtian ordinance, but its being in- 


ſtituted by Chriſt.” If baptiſm is an inſtitution of 


men, and received and retained from men, and 


regulated according to their device, it is no chriſ- 9 s t 
tian ordinance : and, as Witfus ſays , „ What- _ 
ever may be ſaid of the antiquity of that rite 
( proſelyte - baptiſm, which yet with him was 
* dubious and uncertain) there can be no divine 


« inſtitution of it (of baptiſm) before Jobn, the 


* forerunner of Chriſt, was ſent of God to bap- 


<< tize; for to him that was expreſsly command- 


ed]; The word of God came unto John,” Luke 
iii. 2. John i. 33, &c. 


Seventbly, If it was the cuſtom of the Jews be- 
fore the times of John and Chriſt, to receive 
young children as proſelytes by baptiſm, or dip- 


ping, and this was to be as a rule according to 


which chriſtian baptiſm was to be practiſed; then 
moſt ſurely we ſhould have had ſome inftances 
Oeconom. Foeder. I. 4. e. 15. f. 8. pag. 875. Ed. 3, 


= «+, Rebe Bapriſn. 81 
. its being baptized by John, or by the 
7 Hoſtles of Chriſt, if „ baptizing infants had 
. been as ordinarily uſed in the church of the 
Jews, as ever it hath been in the chriſtian 
church,“ as Dr Lightfoot ſays; and yet we 
have not one inſtance of this kind; we no where 
ad of any children being brought to John to be 
baptized, nor of any that were baptized by him; 
br of any being brought to the apoſtles of Chriſt 
Xo be baptized, nor, of their being baptized by 
them ; from whence it may be concluded, there 
was no ſuch cuſtom before their times; or if 
there was, it never was intended it ſhould be 
— obſerved by chriſtians in after- times; or other. 
piſe there would have been ſome precedents of 
wt, directing to and encouraging ſuch a practice: 
: en any things would follow on ſuch a ſuppoſition, 
pat chriſtian-baptiſm is borrowed from, and 
"Funded on proſelyte-baptiſm, and the latter the 
1 le directing the. practice of the former; for 
en, 
Eiebibiy, Se-baptizine, or perſons benden 
themſelves, without making uſe of an adminiſ- 
frator, might be encouraged and eſtabliſhed; 
— Which is what the Pedobaptiſts charge, though 
9 5 wrongly, ſome of the firſt reformers of the abuſes 
» of baptiſm with; ſince it is plain, from the quo- 
—— ations before made, that though it is ſometimes 
Jaid, they, that is, the doctors or wiſe men, bap- 
fixe, or dip, yet it is alſo ſaid, both of men and 
5; 3 women, that they dipped themſelves; as of a man 
vm * NN be bet aß, and went up from the 
1 | . Water 
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in the water, 591 ſhe dipped, that is, herſelf ; nil | . 
To Leo of Modena ſays , of a Jew-proſelyte, tl 


bathings, commanded in the law, were done bi 


"Rix. 7, 8. And Dr Lightfoot * thinks that John, 
baptiſm was ſo adminiſtred; he ſuppoſes, tha 


in Jordan, were taught by Jobn, that they wer 


about faith and repentance; and that they = 
themſelves into the river, and ſo came out. 


to eftabliſh the Socinian notion, that only the fir 
converts to chriſtianity in a nation, they and 
their children are to be baptized, but not their | 5 T 


baprizing, or dipping Jewiſh.proſelyres, and ther. 
Ae ; ew oy the children of profelytes, W $:4% 
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water; and of a woman, being placed by wore # 3 


oy n 
— 1 8 4 


after he is circumciſed, and well of his ſore, !“ 
is to waſh himſelf all over in water, in the preſenct 
of three Rabbins, or other perſons in authority, 
and from thenceforth he becomes as a natur 


Jew; and, indeed, all the Jewiſh baptiſms, 0 on, 


« 2 . & * 5 
1 N Y of 1 Lee 4 
8 Gp P4 


perſons themſelves ; fee Lev. xiv. 8, 9. Numb. * 


men, women, and children came unto it, ac. 
cording to the manner of the nation, in the re. I 4 
ception of profelytes ; namely, that they ſtanding 


baptized into the name of the Meſſiah, ready to 
come, and into the profeſſion of the ofpe) 


Nintbiy, If this Jewiſh cuſtom is to be re. 1 3 
garded as a rule of. chriſtian baptiſm, it will tend 4 


poſterity in after-· ages; for ſo both Lightf oo and 3 1 
Selden, with others, ſay, who were ſticklers for 1 | 
chriſtian baptiſm being taken from the cuſtom of | i 


4 Hiſtory of the Cuſtoms of the Jews, par. 5. c. 2. 
* Hor. Heb. ä iii. 6. vol. II. page 122. 


on  Profipt Baptiſm. | 5 8 5 3 


1 b orn before their parents became ſuch, were 
5 baptized, or dipped; but not thoſe born after- 
Pards: baptiſm was never repeated in their poſ- 
, "terity ; the ſons of proſelytes, in following gene- 
ations, were circumciſed, but not baptized '; 
and, as Dr Jennings © rightly obſerves, it was 
a maxim with the Rabbins, Natus baptizati, 
| * habetur pro baptizato.” This reſtriction of 
* baptiſm to children born before their parents 
8 « proſelytiſm, reſts on the ſame authority as the 
PE « cuſtom of baptizing any children of proſelytes. 8 
: 80 that if the one is to be admitted, the other is 
5 allo , and ſo the children of chriſtian parents are 
2 hot to be baptized, only the converts from an- 
ther religion; and theſe the firſt, and their then 
pPeoſterity, but not afterwards. 
TE. Tenthly, If this cuſtom, ſaid to be practiſed 
1 b before the times of John and Chriſt, is the rule 
is direct us in chriſtian baptiſm, there were ſe- 
peeral circumſtances attending that, which ſhould 
pe obſerved in chriſtian baptiſm, to make it re- 
gular; it muſt be done before three witneſſes, 
and theſe men of eminence ; but who, of ſuch. a 
. number and character were preſent at the bap- 
iſm of the apoſtle Paul? Acts xx11. 16. and ix. 18. 
Nar was it to be performed in the night; what 
then muſt be ſaid of the baptiſm of the jailor, 
and his family? Ads xvi. 33. nor on a Sabbath- 
5 day; nor on a feaſt-day; yet Lydia, and her 
5 houſhold. were baptized on a Sabbath day, As 
3 52 | XVI, 
9 See Wall's Hiſt. of Infant-Baptiſm, Introduct. p. 50, 55. 
3 = = Jewiſh CO ut ſupra, page 135. Marg. 
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and from whence it was taken, and by which it 
ſhould proceed; (for if in one caſe, why not in 8 
others?) theſe inſtances. of chriſtian baptiſm 3 
were not rightly performed. TM 


tized, was a proſelyte, as Grotius and others ſay, 
he muſt be either a proſelyte of the gate, a pro- 
ſelyte· inhabitant, or a proſelyte of righteouſneſs; |: 
not the former, for he was no inhabitant in any 
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latter, ſince he was a very devout and religious 


* Jewiſh Antiqu. page 159, 160. 
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xvi. 13, 15. and the three thouſand chriſtian con. 
verts were baptized on the day of Pentecoſt, and 


which was alſo the firſt day of the week, the TT 
chriſtian Sabbath, As ii. 1, 41. Wherefore, 7 
if this Jewiſh cuſtom was the rule of baptiſm, 


Eleventhly, If the Ethiopian eunuch Philip bap- 3 4 


part of Judea; but moſt probably he was the "i 


man, had an high opinion of the worſhip of God 0 “ 
among the Jews, and had travelled from a far 1 * 
country to worſhip at Jeruſalem ; and ſoDr Jen. 5 . 
ningss juſtly obſerves, that © he ſeems to be ra- 
< ther a proſelyte of the covenant, or completely . 
< a Jew; not only from his reading the ſcripd - 
ture, but becauſe he had taken ſo long a jour- 
« ney to worſhip at Jeruſalem at the feaſt of Pen- 
ce fecoſt, one of the three grand feſtivals ; when 
« all the Fewiſh males, who were able, were, 
c according to the law, to attend the worſhip . 
4 of God at the national altar.” He appears 1 
to have thoroughly embraced the religion of the 
Jews, even their whole law, and was converſant 115 
with theirſacred vritings 3 ; he was reading in one 
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. bn Proſelyte Baptiſm. 8 5 
5 | F their prophers when Philip joined his chariot, 
and was taken up into it by him: whereas a ſon 
F of Noah, as the Jews called a proſelyte of the 
1 gate, might not ſtudy in the law, according to 
their canons*, which they ſay he had nothing to 
E do with ; only with the ſeven precepts of Noab; 
> Ad, indeed, no Gentile or uncircumciſed per- 
ne. And if the eunuch was a proſelyte of 
*Fiehteouſneſs, according to the pretended cuſ- 


1 . | 
Mz 5 
* 1 — 
* — 
N e : 
— D 1 2 1 
eee, A REN ERR J 1 


or dipped, when he became a proſelyte; and 


P 25 fince, according to this notion, he muſt have 


1 been baptized with a baptiſm which Jobs and 
9 Chriſt took up as they found it among the Jews, 
ind which is the baſis and Won dation of chriſ- 


ie cuſtom of making proſclytes, ſhould edmi- 
iter it to him: Sy if he had been baptized 


3 2 d the proſely tes in AFs li. 10. were, as Druſjius 
Ind others think, proſelytes of righteouſneſs, 
Who had embraced the Jewiſh religion, and were 

b Tircumciſed, and, according to this notion, bap- 
tized. Beſides, none but Coty tes of righteouſ- 
neſs might dwell in Jeruſalem; as has been ob- 


© Maimon, Melacim. e. 0. 7.9. 
e TD. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol, 59. 1. Shaare Orah, fol. 18. 2. 


torn of dipping ſuch, he muſt have been baptized 


an baptiſm, and the rule to direct in the per- 
brmance of it, it is much he ſhould deſire bap- 
Dim again; and that Philip, who is thought to 

E a proſclyte alſo, As vi. 5. and muſt know 


Ppefore, mult he not then be an Anabaptift ? And 


i ſerved, Chap. 1. And alſo proſclytes of the 
1 Bat were never called Jews, as theſe were; only 
Re 53 Proſelytes 
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ruſalem, of which he moſt certainly was, ben 


choſen out of it, and appointed to an office i in ib, 
8 6. x 


ſelytes, and therefore it is highly probable, b. 
church at Jeruſalem, and ſo muſt have been re. 5 


of Antioch, who was one of the ſeven appointed 
to take care of theſe widows, was a proſelyre Wl 
and as Grotius truly thinks, a proſelyte of righte. 
ouſneſs; and ſo, as he muſt have been baptize!l 


ſelyte, he muſt have been re- baptized when Ee. 


was baptized, or dipped, her child needed not 
baptiſm, or dipping, the mother's baptiſm, or 
dipping, was ſufficient for it; but this is not at- 5 9 
tended to by Pædobaptiſts it ſeems, in the be. 66 
ginning of the fourth century, there were ſome | 4 
of the ſame opinion with the Jews; but a cannn 


86 Cbriſtian Boptſo not founded "on 
proſelytes of righteouſneſs : and if any of thei l 
were among the three thouſand converted an 
baptized by the apoſtles, which is not impo- 
bable, muſt not they be alſo Anabaptiſis? The RT. 
Grecians, or Helleniſts, whoſe widows were neg. 
lected in- the daily miniftration, are thought 4. 
Beza, and others, to be widows of Jewiſh pro. 


their huſbands had been members of the chriſtiaa 


baptized; and moſt certain it is, that Nichols 


according to this notion, when he became a pro- 


became a member of the chriſtian church at 77. 


 Teoelfthly, It may be obſerved, in a abolition 
before made, that if a proſelyteſs big with child 


in the council of Neoceſarea was made againſt it; | 


which, as explained, declared that the child of 
ſuch a perſon needed baptiſm, when it came | 6 


4 Ent 
> n 
— ; . 8 "= 
. . 


cb 


intel 
elyte,” 


= 9 see Stennet againſt Ruſſen, page 103, 104. 
T. Bab. Yebamot, fol. 47. 2. 

>» + Hilchot Mikvaot, c. 4. f. 1. T. Bab. Eruvim, fol, 14. 2. 
| 5 8 Mikvaot, 1 8; 7- 


on Proſelyte Baptiſm. 87, 


+ be capable of chooſing for itſelf ; which canon 
5 N Pouid not have been made, if this Jenn cuſ- 
25 m is to be regarded as a rule. 


Laſtiy, As an argument ad hominem, it may 


be obſerved, that if this cuſtom is to be conſide- 


& as a rule of chriſtian baptiſm, then ſprinkling 


"ought not to be uſed in it; for the baptiſm of 
Fewiſh proſelytes, men, women, and children, 
as performed by dipping ; as all the above quo- 
"ations ſhew. 
one of their rules reſpecting proſelyte-baptiſm 1 Is, 
chat a proſelyte muſt dip in ſuch a place (or con- 
 MAbvence of water) as a menſtruous woman dips 
ghte- 1 he 


ptize! 


To which may be added, that 


rſelf in, or which is ſufficient for ſuch an one; 


Ind that, as the Gloſs is, was what held forty 
eahs of water; and to this agrees the account 
N aimonides gives of ſuch a confluence of water, 
phat it muſt be « ſufficient for the dipping of 
| 4 the whole body of a man at once; and ſuch 
the wiſe men reckon to be a cubit ſquare, and 
© « three cubits in depth; 

; * forty ſeahs of water.“ 
hat wherever „ waſhing of the fleſh, and waſh- 
LL * ing of clothes from ancleanneſ; are mentioned 
14 8 in the law, nothing elſe is meant but the dip- 
5 6 ping of the whole body in a confluence of wa- 


and this meaſure holds 
And he further ſays, 


* ter—and that if he dips his whole body, ex- 
* cept the top of his little finger, he is ſtill in 
p * his uncleanneſs : — and that all unclean perſons, 
4 F 4 who 
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88 Chriſtian Baptiſm not founded 


. « who are dipped in their clothes, their Apps We 
« js right, becauſe the waters come into them . 


bodies, ſo as to hinder its coming to them; ſo 
the menſtruous woman dipped herſelf in her 


ſuch obſerve this, who object to the baptiſm 4 
baptiſm was common in all ages, foregoing the © 


times of John, Chriſt, and his apoſtles, as is ſaid, 
then it could not ſucceed circumciſion, ſince it 


urged in favour of infant-baptiſm from hence, ⁵ 
is quite impertinent; that there was need of 
a plain and open prohibition, that infants and 8 


« Saviour would not have had them baptized ; 


; K 


e baptiſm, and continues it unto all ages.” But 
firſt, it does not appear that any ſuch cuſtom was 
ever practiſed before the times of John, Chriſt, | 


e (or penetrate through them) and do not di. ey 


« vide,” or ſeparate; thae is, the clothes do not 
divide, or ſeparate between the water and their 


ſ - - 02. Cas a 
; 1 * Nie 5 
EL Ph, 26S 2. SO 
# Y 9 — .  CR_Ss 
r r 
2 n xe * 4h) RIES — 2 
4 Len”. * 88 54 1 * OE > 
2 "= r 
, ht, . Wc r * 
_— Gn . EA Ie IR HEL, * 82 Is * * 
8 - 1 * FTT N : 
#1 * 4; <a 2 * — 4 = a 8 * . . k 5 
, ö 8 ** C 8 = 


O 
4 


clothes; and in like manner the proſelyte. Let 


perſons with their clothes on. 7F 
Again, As an argument of the ſame kind, if 


65 


muſt be cotemporary with it. Upon the whole, 
what Dr Lighifoot", and others after him, have 


ng Corn 
. : 


bo 


La 


little children ſhould. not be baptized, if our 


« for ſince it was moſt common in all ages fore- 
„ going, that little children ſhould be baptized, 1 
« if Chriſt had been minded to have had that 


A 


ce cuſtom aboliſhed, he would have openly for- „ 
£c 


bidden it; therefore his ſilence, and the ſilence 
<« of the ſcripture | in this matter, confirms Pædo- 


and his apoſtles, as to admit into the Jewith Wm 
church ae 
u Hor. Heb. in Matt. " 1 1 II. page 119. 8 


.. |; 1 FO * 
4 " On) * . \ 
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ing durch by dap proſelytes, whether adult 


| er minors. No teſtimony has been, and I believe 


| 2 one can be given of it. And, as ſome very 


earned men have truly obſerved”, and as Dr 
Owen affirms, there are not the leaſt foot-ſteps 
gf any ſuch uſage among the Jews, until after 


the days of John the Baptiſt, in imitation of 


whom, he thinks, it was taken up by ſome Ante- 
Miſonical Rabbins; and, as he elſewhere ſays”, 


E & The inſtitution of the rite of baptiſm is no 


"& where mentioned in the Old Teſtament; no 
„ example is extant; nor during the Jewiſh 
„ church, was it ever uſed in the admiſſion of 
* proſelytes; no mention of it is to be met with 


mm in Philo, Joſepbus, nor in Jeſus the ſon of H- 
e rach; nor in the evangelic hiſtory.” What 
> ST has been given of this cuſtom, falls 


greatly ſhort of proving it; wherefore Chriſt 


Fould have no concern about aboliſhing a cuſtom 


®F hich had not obtained in his time; nor was 


tere any room nor reaſon for it, ſince it had ne- 


er been practiſed, for ought appears: : his ſilence 
5 about what never exiſted, can give no exiſtence 


15 9 to it, nor to that which is fon on it, Pædo- 


SO : 
v * 
KID. 


© baptiſm , and which is neither warranted and con- 
= firmed by any ſuch cuſtom, nor by the word of 
God, in which there is an high ſilence about 
» Proſe!ytorum baptiſmum ante Johannem extitiſſe nullo 
teſtimonio certe conſtat, Fabricii Bibliograph. Antiqu. c. 11. 
p- 392. ita Deylingius in Ibid. p. 386. 
* On Heb. vol. I. Exereitat. 19. p. 272. 


1 1 Theologoumen. l. 5. Digreſſ. 1. page 447. 
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90  Chriflian Baptiſm not \ founded 


both. This cuſtom of baptizing little children rt 
was ſo far from being common in all ages fore. as 
going the times of John, Chriſt, and his apoſtles, dt 
that not a ſingle inſtance can be given of any one ie 
that ever was then baptized; if "th can, let it 
be produced; if not, what comes of all this blu 
ter and harangue? With much more propriety Wt 
and ſtrength of reaſoning might it be retortedd 
that ſince it is plain the children of the Jews, both 1. 
male and female, did eat of the paſs- over, which 
was not an human cuſtom and tradition; but an 
ordinance of God, common in all ages foregoing | 
the times of John, Ec. and ſince, according to 
the hypotheſis of the Pedobaptiſts, the Lord's 


ſupper came in the room of the paſs-over ; for 


Which there is much more reaſon in analogy, xp 
than for baptiſm coming in the room of circum- 
ciſion; it ſhould ſeem, if our Saviour would not = 
have had children eat of the Lords ſupper, a2 
they did of the paſs-over, he would have opealy 
forbidden it. A plain and open prohibition of 266 


this was more needful than a prohibition of tle 


rained before, and in his time; and acainſt their 
baptiſms and dippings 1 in particular. "And after 
all, it is amazing that chriſtian baptiſm ſhould 


be founded upon a tradition, of which there is 


no evidence but from the Rabbins, and that very 
intricate, 


baptiſm of infants, if not his will, had there ben 
ſuch a cuſtom before prevailing, as there was no, 
ſince that could only be a cuſtom and tradition 
of men; and it was enough that Chriſt inveighed 
againſt thoſe of the Jews in general, which ob- 


on Proſelyte Baptiſm. 91 


1 in fricate, perplexed, and contradictory, and not 
fore. Þ - in being in the times referred to; upon a tra- 
ſtles, "© it jon of a ſett of men blinded and beſotted, and 
one i Fenemies to chriſtianity, its doctrines and ordi- 
let it Hances; and who, at other times, are reckoned 
bluſ. | by theſe very men, who ſo warmly urge this cul. 
riety © 1 of theirs, the moſt ſtupid, ſottiſn, and deſ- 
ted: Nicable, of all men upon the face of the earth! 
both 4 TF this is the baſis of infant-baptiſm, it is built 
nch 1 = the ſand, and will, ere Oe Tall, and be 
dio more. 
41 conclude this Diſſertation in the words of Dr 
N 7 Nen *, That the opinion of ſome learned men 
F concerning transferring the rite of Jewiſh bap- 
J tiſm, by the Lord Jeſus, which, indeed, did 
ee not then exiſt, for the uſe of his diſciples, is 
- *E& deſtitute of all probability.” And after all, 
x a the Pædobaptiſts will find their account 
petter in conſulting the baptiſm of the ancient 
4 "=> eathens, and its rizes,| than that of the Jews; 
aaid * to be in uſe besorg the times of Moſes, and 
In ages ſince, and that among all nations; and 
1 being more ancient than chriſtian baptiſm, a 
learned writer referred to, ſays, it is as a fort of 
RE preamble to it. And from whom the Pædo- 
we” F may be ſupplied with materials for their 
5 Porpoſ E. 

- = Omni ideo probabilitate caret ſententia iſta 1 
quorundam virorum de tranſlatione ritus baptiſmatis Judaiei, 
Aui revera eo tempore nullus erat, in uſum diſcipulorum ſuo- 
rum per Dominum Jeſum facienda, Theologoum. ibid. 
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